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PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii) 


WmETTchTT % ( T^TT 'WcTO ^ ) £TTT *nft foftr ^ TTlfafacR 3TT^?T 3TIT 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


eEiftfai, eimi rm 

C^rfd^ 3frr ferom) 

M 11 2006 

W.OT. 3755.—TJ^RT f^Tt 
SffafRR, 1946 (l946^T -5(ftr1WtRT. 25) 
mi 6 ^ Rim 'RfecT sw\ (i) gru Trfwn 

=£T '5T 2 T rr T "TO TI^J TOTR ^ ^ (^) 

3#RRRi U 15662/^-2/2005/^, 4 

3T^R, 2005 ~%m STFrf ^ Mi^'k4T ^foRT 

f^TT tt* (i) srqny r. 1/2005 ^ ( 2 ) 

3TTO^ ^Tgsn 158/2005 4 ^TfarfeTd 3RRM 3?R 
3RRi*It Tf SfSRT R Rafael 3RR[ R7RPT STCoTT, 

afrc v&fr cT«n 3 # rsmsr ^ argaw Tf fop? Till 3T«rar 
R«ft TT ^cT fro 3RP am«I 3m * RtT 3EWJJ 
qnR f?RT fsrerc -gfaR rtoj r-rri ^ vif^Ri rr 
3Tf^qRRcll I^riit R^ TOi rc wf t i 

[R. 228/60/2005-II] 
“Rs( R^ITE , 3T3R TR"f^=TS[ 

2807 G1/2006 


MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIEVANCES 
AND PENSIONS 

(Department of Personnel and Training) 

New Delhi, the 11th September, 2006 

S.O. 3755. —In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (1) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of 
1946), the Central Government with the consent of State 
Government of Kerala Home (J) Department vide 
Notification No. 15662/J-2/2005 Home,Thiruvanamhapuram 
dated 4th October, .2005, hereby extends the powers and 
jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment to the whole of the State of Kerala for 
investigation of offences involved in (1) Crime No. 1/2005 
and (2) Crime No. 158/2005 of Payyli Police Station in 
Kozhikode District and attempts, abetments and 
conspiracies in relation to or in connection with one or 
more of the offences mentioned above and any other 
offence or offences committed in the course of the same 
transaction arising out of the same facts. 

[No. 228/60/2005- AVD-U] 
CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Secy. 


( 8067 ) 
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( TT3TW f^fPT ) 

^ 3 37^, 2006 

( 

W.37T. 3756.-SrmR: 1961 (1961 ^T43) 

m\ 10 ft (23 ^T) ft (v) IRT 3 KtT Tlfftlft' 

an yfti ft^ nwR ^^ski a? ^rtft t 

fft ‘TTTrTT -3^nH*^ hJH( i , fiicii, ftr?!” 

(^rft “ft?* 7 T” am w t) aft ft fftftt sm 
w art ^ <ft^ 3 rra frorfftfeci ttttT ft sreaafa 

2003-2004 ft 2005-2006 tTa» ft ftft 
srfatT ft( Tram 37m ft 37R ft ^7 ft wiftR mf ft) 
*maft : 

(i) ftwr amf 3 trt an araaT sfttoid ar^ 
ft fcTti uran «'aaa aar araaaaT 

ft a^ft fcft pw ft) 

t aai ^7 ft) 4 ft? afmra ft 

aftaar 37m i srfa, 2002 ft fan aft aT 
■377ft aft i, ^aft stto ft ^aan 

aft Trfft ft -ft sifaar iftft aft srftft 

fanftt at ftafa ft -qfa ^ ft 37fv^ mf ftft 
aif^; 

(ii) ftwi aq'^w anIftafan aa?ft aaa 3ft 

aft fftfti at arafft ft ftkn am 11 aft ^ram 
(5) ft fftftt fftftt 37am ^ ft aftaar 
mT 3 ?aaT artaft' ft fam aftaft ft amt fata 
(^a^arfsaa, ar#ar mfa ^ ^ ft mj 
aar 3 ^f^a ft?w it fam) anfnftm 

nat amft araai ^ft wn n?f aftftt; 

(iii) a? 37faT£5Ri fftftt ftftt ana ft aa‘a ft' 

ftftt, ft fft arrdaH ■ft wa ?na aar arfaana ft 
^ra aar far ftm arrftan ftwT ft ^af aft urfft 
ft %tr ymfftar nsf ft aar ftft anftaK at ma'a 
ft ft im ^ftaanft nftf 7 ?at mat ftf; 

(iv) ^«7T 3TT^aFT3C 3Tf^f^m ,1961 ^ 3lFSpaTftf ^ 

armft aaa faacftt fnafaa ft anaarr aifaanft 

^ aa^r aifern arftft; 

(v) faann aft fftfta ft arar ^t 37 fftftaa afftftr ftft 
aframfafti to T^af aift farftt ftasn aft ft 
ft mftftt 1 

a? affa^jant ftwi aft ftft ft srm ft unaaraf m: ft 
ftft n lar tf am ft urmamfft' aft fftftt 37m vrfm aram 
37 R me 1 ftwi ft 37m aft amftaai 37 aai 37m ar me, 37 iaan- 


aiffeftm, 1961 ft ft ^aar ft fftaR fftai 

m^n 1 

[ 37 fa 7 jamft. 205/2006/an.u i 97 / 68 / 2006 - 3 ?r.ar.fn.-i] 

ftw mf, 3m Trfaa 
MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

(CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES) 

New Delhi, the 3rd August, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3756. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person on 
behalf of^ “Mata Amritanandamayi Math, Amritapuri, 
Kollam District, Kerala” (hereinafter referred to as the 
‘Institution’) shall not be included in the total income of 
such person as assessable for the assessment years 2003- 
2004 to 2005-2006, subject to the following conditions 
namely ‘— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
. on or after the 1 st day of April, 2002, the period 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organization with similar 
objectives. 



[ 979 Ct—73^ 3(ii>] 
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This notification is applicable only to the recipients of 
income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt of income of such recipients. Taxability, or, otherwise, 
of the income of the Institution would be separately 
considered as per the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 
1961. 

[Notification No. 205/2006/F. No. 197/68/2006-ITA-I] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 
9^ 3 9979, 2006 

(3TTos*) 

39.39. 3757.-399977 3rft*fWT, 1961 (1961 977 

43) 9ft 319 10 ft 735 (23 9) ft « (v) WJ TRtl 
977 9ft9 977rl ft^5 7779777 t>d^SKl 9? 3Tfa<i[9rt 

977ft 11% “sfr q<»Hmu3itO fth* Aftn 

39fft7T ftte, frR53PR9J73-695023” (?Tlft 3T^ “7T73T 
9??T 997 t) 9?t 37ft ft fftftt Rfftf sm ftt 9f 9 tW 
37T9 ^Mfeirtsl'd TTdf ft 3i*R«fa 3iT 3^ 

1999-2000 % 2001-2002 99> ft ftft ^3*99 3& 779797 
3719 ft 979^9 37T9 ft 7R ft wfftel 9ft 3ft ^TRft : 

(i) ftwi amt zm 977 Tftto'fef 37997 3Rft 

ft faq, 97797T 77399 33i 37=79991 99 

ft 9?ftft fftift fftq T9N9T 3ft 

3$ $ 397 ^ 979 ft ft* 3 ft fti w ft 
37f997 3113 1 3T&9, 2002 ft 9?ft f^9 3ft 31 
■377ft 93313 9979 3ft 9^ t, ?H3ft 393 ft 333 
3ft TTtft ft 9^ ftftTR ft 3Tf33T ftft 3ft 373f9 

tftftt ft ftftd ft ftf3 3ft ft 3^99? 9ft ftft 

3Tf?3; 

(ii) 77791 99^99 977 fftftRI 9ft ft 7799 ^Nft 3ft 
3ft fftft ft 373f3 ft ftRH 9777 1 1 3ft 999777 
(5) ft l3fftfe fftft 93? 31331 93? ft 3Tf33T 
39 31331 fftftf ft f*R fftft! ft 319ft 
(ft37-33TfftH, 9ftf3T 3^3 ft ^9 ft 9T9T 
331 3Pjftft3 7ftf3597 3T7K19 ft f*99) 39 fftftft 
9ft" 3ftft 31337 9ft 997 9ft 3ftft; 

(iii) 3? 3ft?^391 fftft ftft 31T3ft 933 ft HPX 9ft 

ftft, ft fft 97(^377 ft 9797 9719 937 3^39779 ft 
33 93? fft ft97 9>17\«IK 9731 ft ftt ftftl 
ft %9 9lftf93? 9ft ft 937 ftft 3779317 ft 7T33 
ft 31979 ft fttstT 9ft' Tift 37ft ft'; 

(iv) 9737 393 3?7 aftlfftm, 1961 ft 979919? ft 
3T39IT 3T9ft 3173 fcTclift MAd 99 ft 91339 
97f9977ft ft 779S7 97%eT 3ftft; 

(v) f33Z9 3^f^ft'793lftt3lfftm7lf^3^ 
MfUl^fdft 71979 3^ ft 37ft fftft 9939 3ft ft 
ft 3TTRt l 


3? 3lftrcj991 7937 ft? 3ft ft 37T9 ft Ml 97 ft 97T^ 
ftft 9 fft f9 97? ft 9T9797crf37f ftt fftTTt 393 9lfR 31331 
393 97 17937 ft 31T3ftt3RTft39T 3T33T 3T33T 97, 3779977 
3lf3t939 t 1961 ft ■393ft ft 3139T7 ^337 99 9 13317 tft3T 
3I99T I 

[ 3lf37J3919 206/2006/99.77. 197/59/2006~3H.3?.f9. -I] 

ft93? 9ft, 3137 7lf33 
New Delhi, the 3rd August, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3757. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub'dause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961(43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person on 
behalf of “Sree Padmanabhas warn! Temple Trust, Fort 
Palace Office, Fort, Thiruvananthapuram-695023” 
(hereinafter referred to as the ‘Institution’) shall not be 
included in the total income of such person as assessable 
for the assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002, subject 
to the following conditions namely :•— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
onorafterthe 1st day of April. 2002, the period 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above other wise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
Sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organisation with similar 
objectives. 
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This notification is applicable only to the recipients of income 
on behalf of the Institution and not to any other receipt or 
income of such recipients. Taxability, or, otherwise, of the 
income of the Institution would be separately considered as 
per the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 206/2006/F. No. 197/59/2006-ITA-1] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 

T8 '^7i 2006 

i rerrererr) 

*fcT,3*r. 3758. 3Tf^m, 1961 ( 1961 rei 

43) reft «RI 10 ^ life (23 n) $ SVWZ (v) m URxT 
tf’91H TO §35, rei^TR "f? "Ref^TRT 

3tT2fUfcfft TtffT^R rjpEf, 3pTTR!', 

rere freyfrerr retf 2005-2006 ^ 

2007-2008 TRF <£ %E ftiHfrffiskf ?Tcff ^ 3TO X^[ 

^ ydRdiaf TOt £, 

(i) WTt Sppff 3TPT reh 3T«^T 3m) 3TPT 

^ TO ^ felp; reWT T u fd^l 

rl*n 3RT09! "3re ^ fcTtr 

WTTT reft ref 

(ii) rerern rere T1TO1 Tl rerere \3reref rere? 

reft feit re) 3 tcrfu ^ rem 11 reft wtri 

(5) ft' frefftfe fTO 3tC^T rejre ft 3Tft^ 
ftn atreren reftreft ft fftre reftreft ft 3m) fftfa 
(^7-TOfFTcT, m7re< ft; ^ ft uiXcT 

mtfm smm ft fro) fror 

reft) TOT 3T^T ^ft TO re*T TOt: 

(iii) re? fro! ftftt 3P ft ft mireft' 

mt, ftr fft reftm ft to to resre sftrero ft 
m ctre; fft ft?TI TO reR fftftfftT ft 

reftreff ft) rerfft ft fere; revrefm rere ft rerei ftft 
rereftreR ft reftre re reren re TOT-ftftmft reft 
rest Weft ft', 

(iv) top 3tpt rere refftm, 1961 ft rerremf ft 
rerejm orereft srere frerereft ftftftci rere ft w 
rerfareft) ft rere^ re^ei reftrer; 

( v ) ta reft fftftre re top ft) refafftw retro reft 
refrererefrep rerere Tftft reft) fftft) ftro rep ft 
ft re 1 ft it 1 

re^3?fre^^re^rere3tR^3pre^WdHimre reu^fretre 
fft wftreretrerer ^roreitferret 3rerereifrer3irerei 3rrre -cr i 
re?«p ^ 3pre ref reremre ^rerei rearer spp re?, sprerere 
3?frefprere, 1 96 1 ^ rerere'ret ^ 3^rere re^rrer rere re ^rrere fro 
wrerei 1 

[ 3fV?jrereT re 202 / 2006 /rep. ref. 1 97/58/2006-3P.3r.fre. -1 ] 

firere' ref, rere? ref res 
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New' Delhi, the 28th July, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O, 3758. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person on 
behalf of “The Malankara Orthodox Syrian Church, 
Catholicate Aramana, Devalokam, Kottayam, Kerala” 
{“hereinafter the Institution”') shall not be included in the 
total income of such person as assessable for the 
Assessment Years 2005-2006 to 2007-2008, subject to 
the follow ing conditions namely :— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
on or after the 1st day of April, 2002, the period 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery', furniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above other wise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
Sub-section (5 ) of Section 1 1; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organization with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to the recipients of 
income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt of income of such recipients. Taxability, or, 
otherwise, of the income' of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 202/2006/F. No. 197/58/20O6-ITA-1] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 
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fctrft, 12 2006 

(wra^r) 

■5JT.3TT. 3759.-3fi7RR sfaPVR, 1961 (1961 ^1 

43) ^RT 10 ^ ^ (23 ^ (iv) SKT 3P^T 

7Tf=RPT[ '5T c fr r F 1ST!,, <£•< tJct^gRT 

^ t for *#sr vfr ^rararSte M to=ft ” 

w»Fni) ^ 

^ 3M PlHfdf<3r1 ^ 37^9*1) H ^ET fasjfolT ^ 
2003-2004 ^ 2005-2006 M <£ "fcT^ °mRm -H<*Krl 
37PI ^t ^fRRfa 3CT*T ^ ^ ^Tlfael Httf ^ 41y/[) : 

(i) mm sm3?«^t ?to<ri ^ 

^ to 'sto? ct«tt sppTrpn ^ 

to^’ ^ to toft to* to T^t WN31 ^T 

cTOJTS RTHH 3 to? f& cjft to? yfd^Jd ^ 
37to Sim 1 3T$R, 2002 ^ wd fcT to ^T 
T^t to to t, Tto ?m $ #n 
to toto vfom 3 3Tto to arafa 
toft *ft ftsrfh ft’ tot to 3 3Tfto to? toft 
toto; 

(ii) TWI f^tltT^T to? 77 to ^toft? to? 

to toft to arafa to qRT II to ^T-fcTRT 
(5) 3 faftfte toft ^ ®m\ ft 3Tfto* 
to &mi totof ft f*FT cfftto ft Wrf\ fftfa 
(ftcR-*HlfS<ld, qRf^T to to ?R "4' 3ITO 
TT«H 3f$fm 3T?KH ft f*R) W, fto 

Rft' toft 3t*M to ^TT Hlft toto, 

(iii) ^7? toft ftftt 3TR to ftto ft RFf to 

toft, tot fto cFRfan; afttoro to 

TRTfto fttfl <=Hf<V«fR fttol to 4<^4l to? yrfVf 
^ ^Ht yiyt’ldi ^T?T ^ ^«n ^»Rl«U ^ 

37R7I ^ Wf W) W) ?f; . 

(iv) W&I 3TR arf%rf^T, 1961 ^ 3»raVRf ^ 
ar^TR amt zm fawtfl fnCcd ^ armr 
urHmrt ^ ^ifisra *ftnt; 

(v) f^i ttwi wt arfcrfm Tiiw afrt 

qfewfiUlf ^RTR 3^ ^ f^Rt W? ^ 
■^IT^ft I 

M a?f%RJ^T stm Wt ak ^ 3?RT ^ 3URRKTf tR ^ 

?Tnt "q 1% TR <RF ^ wMofidlaif M 3T^T wiRfl 37*^7 
3iR qR i m«n ^ arm ar^en m, armR 

arftjf^m, 1961 ^ ^ ar^TTH w* $ fNir to 

^rm m i 

[aifmj^TU 246/2006 m. U 197/11/2006-341.^. fn.-I] 

M, arm Tif^ 


New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3759.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person 
on behalf of “Centre for Science and Environment, New 
Delhi” (hereinafter referred to as the ‘Institution’) shall 
not be included in the total income of such person as 
assessable for the assessment years 2003-2004 to 2005- 
2006, subject to the following conditions namely :— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
on or after the 1st day of April, 2002, the 
period of the accumulation of the amount 
exceeding fifteen per cent of its income shall in 
no case exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organization with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to the recipients of 
income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt of income of such recipients. Taxability, or, 
otherwise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 246/2006/F. No. 197/11/2006-ITA-I] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 
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12 fRcR*R, 2006 

( STPT^T) 

^T.3TT. 3760.-3TOR 37f%rfRRR, 1961 (1961 RF 43) 
^ m lOF^^F (23 R) FR-RTF (iv) SRfTO FTfetf 
I wfi*] fR, ^ ^ Rcf\SR! RF wt i 

% “^rt%tT3- gfccwsim ^PFmr’ (fr^ rtf 

“rrtt ftft rrt t) ^ foRt frt to rtTr^ 

^ 3M frc#rfeRT TTcff ^ ^ P r &l irtJT 

2005-2006 £ 2007-2008 R3T ^ ^RfFR Rrt RFRT 

37TR R FRIST? 37TR FT 7F9 R Fltfar! RF) °FT : 

(i) RRRT 3TFft 3TR FT F^RRT 37RFT f^RR-T FT^ 

F %F RTO Tjuf^qr ^ 3RRTOT <R 

z&ti # f^ F^Ft f^PR# faR FRF) T*?mr Ft 
R^ i cT«4T RR RT*Rt RfFT |R Ft TO Rfa/TF 
RfRF 37IR 1 3Rfcl, 2002 F fFR FT RT 
RRFT FTFcf RFF Ft Rf t, FRFt 37TR F RFRR 
Ft F H-^6 3jfcT9TcT ^ 3?faF FT^ Ft 37RfR 
%Rt Rt It*# R TO Ff 3tfaF RFt* #ft 
FlfFR; 

(ii) 

Ft Rt 3rafa F F^R RTR 11 Ft'FR-RKT 
(5) R fRftffF %Rt RF FRF RF F^TF 

fr rs^ ctto fvR cttTft strf ftrfa 

(RFT-FFfFR?T, FRN7 3rrfF F RR R TO 
cTRT 37^faPT ^*5F FRFR f*F7) FT fRFR 
Rsl Ft 3 !! FRF 'FR J1H[ Rfjl ct'A'fl; 

(iii) RF Ff^ftf^i! T^i'hI Rr) 37TR F RRR R cTlT^Ft 
W]), Ft % FKTFT TO RTTR cTRT FfRFTR Ft 
fr FFfF rrt FfRFt 3^rf lErfRT 
^ f^TTi VIRp|4; RFf i\ rT«7T # TO^R ^ 

R 3T?RI if ^TsfT ^feRFTR TT^t TOt FT; 

(iv) RRRT 3TR RR STffeTfRRR, 1961 ^ RTRRFlT qp 
37RRR 3( M il 37RT fRqR^ft f4RfRTT 37RT^R 
Rlf^Rt ^ RR^T 'Tif^Cl ^RTft; 

( v) fWR ^\ i ^RSR si\ -3#f^ TlfTO 3fR 

RfRRRlM RRPf ‘F^RT ^ -RTO ^f i 
FT ^TTRft I 

RF STfiRJFRl -?R«n Fft 37k R 37TR ^ TORRlf R7 Ff H F[ 
FFTT R % TR RTF R> RIRf4Rlf3TT' Rft fefT 3RR RlfRT 37RRT 
37TR R( I FRIT ^ 37RT Rft ^RTOT 37RRT 3RRRT R7, 3TTRRR 
3Tr#TRR, 1961 3T^RR TJRF7 R tR^TR fTO 

jTTRRI I 

[37m^R[R. 247/2006AFT. R. 197/88/2006-3TT.RT.fR.-I] 

F^RF R7f, SRRRfqg 


New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O> 3760.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person 
on behalf of “Jyotirmath Bad rik ash ram Himalaya, 
Kolkata” (hereinafter the ‘Institution’) shall not be 
included in the total income of such person as 
assessable for the assessment years 2005-2006 to 2007- 
2008, subject to the following conditions namely :— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
on or after the 1st day of April, 2003, the 
period of the accumulation of the amount 
exceeding fifteen per cent of its income shall in 
no case exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment"6f the objectives of the 
Institution and separate^books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organization with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to the recipients of 
income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability, or, 
otherwise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 247/2006/F. No. 197/88/2006-ITA-1] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 
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M teft, 12 %T*3R, 2006 

( 3TTWT) 

^JT.STT. 3761.-3TRBR RfafqRR, 1961 (1961 43) 

qft mi 10 ^ (23 R) ^ ^5 (iv) m 3R?T TffWf 

qq qqhr wti t&z RRqrrc Hq^gRi Rf srfa^fqq qRcft t 
fa “^ter w xnrs sjrr tt$^r, r# f^qqft” 

(^sfa qrq “rr*it qqr i) 4 fatft sqfqq ira 
w qrt tj^ i$\$ spq fqtRfqfaq qpff ^ srsqtftq ^»r 
fa«rfRJT ^ 2002-2003 % 2004-2005 ^ ^ faq ^ 
5q% ^ RqTB 3P1 3 qRUta SITR RR -tf-Rlfaq q?T qft 

(i) W amt STTR qq SIRRI amt srro 

qq q><^ q> faq; <sti'*>i ''J c, fcrTf 

CM 3THqflq]qqq^t£l^q^f^fa^ 
TRqft wmi qft t 7 t«tt qR rtrr) 3 sr 
qft 4£$ yfb^lcJ ^ 3lfqq> 3TRI 1 2002 ^ 

faT^RT 3TW ^ t, 

$>Ffch! 3TR ql Rqqq qft {rfVl Ri 4^6 TffrWcT R 
3lfe ^ q?t tfqfa fa?ft *ft f^T 3 RTR R*f 
3 3ife qwt' #ft qrrf?R; 

(ii) RTRT 4q^«W RR fiqfRU qrf ^Rqq ^4<3dT qq? 
qft fast R? RRfa ^ ^TB RKI 11 it 1WR1 
(5) 3 faPH f foe faR? 3*qqi TT^7 ^ SlfqqT 

sirri TRt^t' 3 f*R 3 3mt fqfa 
(^R-^TRlflRq, 3flfc ^ RTRl 

cf*TT ^fx%5* 31WT 7? f*FD ^1 fq^T 

* 15 ! ob\ J it SIRRI '<5$ 'JlHI q?fl et)\ J ll; 

(iii) RF 3tf^£EHT felt ^R? 3RR ^ RRR ^ 
q#‘ fW, ^ft fa qq*faR 3 qrqr btr q«n sfcmv 

^ ^ -^n toit ^ qrt 

qrfe ^ fen? wta q?T ^ q«n ^ 

R5f«r 3TeTT ^ q^f 7# WTcft 

^t‘; 

(iv) -m«n aqiqqR Sltqfqqq, 1961 ^3JT^^qt^ai3RR 
3iqqt 31RT fqmqft fqqftfi R 31RBR UTfe 
qnrt ^ rmr qrj^B ^tni; 

(v) Iwq qft fwfq mm arfqftqq qfW afR 

qfewfNf w ?W ^ qqi^t meq qq ^ 
^t^TTRft l 

qf srfmjqqr rrrt q?t rU ^ ^ yiki+df m i\ 

brj. Fiqt q fqi fR <tr? ^ yim^qf ■gRt fqRit 3PT siPhi 

RRRI aqq RT I mRl ^RT^fcTT RRRI 3PRTT ^TTR q^ j 
sRiqqR 3^fqfqqq, 1961 ^ qq^RT ^ qigRRqjqqr RR ^ 
tqqRtqrqiqWTI I 

[3^t^Rjqqi R 248/2006/1^. Rf. 197/78/2005- 3n.^?7.fq. -1 ] 

qtqqr qi, ^ Rfaq 


New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3761.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies that any income received 
by any person on behalf “Centre for Development and 
Human Rights, New Delhi” (hereinafter referred to as 
the “Institution”) shall not be included in the total 
income of such person as assessable for the 
Assessment Years 2002-2003 to 2004-2005, subject 
to the following conditions :— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
cn or after the 1 st day of April, 2002, the period 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contribution and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of 
the forms or modes specified in sub-section 
(5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organization with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to the recipients 
of income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability, or, 
otherwise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 248/2006/F. No. 197/78/2005-ITA-l] 
DEEPAK G ARG, Under Secy. 
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(TOg?T) 

^T.3R. 3762.-3TOR 37faftRR, 1961 (1961 R* 

43) R7t RTR 10 ^ 7^5 (23 R) ^ RRRIF (iv) IRT TO 
RfTOf RJT 3RffR RR^ ^7, RRR Rtf<(gKI RF RftRjfRF 
TOt t % "%TO FTf&T 3WTfr£ TO? ^f^RT ( 
H5Uci*i )*Tf-5 6, ^<fc*-10, gi<«w,Rf 

( TO “RFWT” «F>FT Tprr % ) Rtf afo ^ forft oqf^T "gRl 
Ml 1 ^ Rf[ Rf R^f 3RR fHHfcrinacl i?iclT R> SRRRii <UT fteif^Ui 
M 2002-2003 $ 2004-2005 RRT ^ ^ aqfRR ^ 

RTO 3RR R RR$R 3RR <£ ^R 3 *ufa<n RFf R>t 4URTt : 

(i) rrrt smt arm rf ;;wrm rrrt amt to 

RR FTTtRRT RRR ^ fair RRRR TTO ^<41 
7T«TT 3RTORTO ^ R^ ftiR^ f^R* 
ITreff T^NHl Rf[ R^ 1? TT^TT TR RTh<3 4 '4F7 FR 
FR Rff TO RfcTO 3 3tf*?Rt 3M 3T^cT, 2002 
R> RFRl f^R R RT 4RR> 3M TT^vST Rtf R^ 
t, frr3 to ■% to Tif^r ^ tof -gfans r 
arte FH Rtt 3^ffa f^ft Rt f*RfR 3’ to Rtf r 
arfRRT RFf Fttft RTfFR ; 

(ii) W TOjRR RR fRRftRT Rtff ^ RRR ^TOt RR? 

Rfr trot tft RRfi? ^ ^tr %TRT 11 Rtf RR-RTR 
(5) tf' trot rrt rrrt tt^ 3 3Tf%r^ 

R*T 3TRRT IRt^f 3 f*R crtfatf ^ amt ftffa 
RlfR R> RR R RFR 
TfRT 3pJTfSJrT 3jVl<li ^ RR) R7T 

RFt RiM 3}RRT a^t 4HT RFt Ri^tf) ; 

(iii) RF 37RRJRT fRtRf tfRt TO <£ RRR R cJTTT^f 
F^Tt, ^fl t^T ohi^l^K ^ Utm eTT^ aiRTcrTl^T Ft 

TOt^R 7R?T ^ ^ 'STTfRT 

# ^iRffRr T?f Ft f«tt ^ ^ trrj 

R TOT! R ^TRl-^felTO Rff Rat ^TTFt Ft ; 

(iv) 7RTF 3R RR afMWT, 1961 ^ 3RRHT ^ 
37^RR 3Rft 3R fRRR’ft PrIHc! RR R 3RBFR 
3nf«WRt ^ RR^T TTfoT RrtRT ; 

(v) fRTO Rft f^fcT R 7RT1 aft 7lf?IRT sfc 

RftTWM RRH Rt?Rt TO RRf«f RRR Rit R 
Ft "RlRRt I 

RF 3TfR7JRRI F^Rrf RTRI Rft 3TR 7t 3R y|i^Rdf 
R7 Ft ROT FRft R f^ 1R RTF ^ TlRTRiRf ^RI fTOt RlfRf 
RRRT TO R7 I RTTRT Rft RRT^RRl 3TRR1 3RRT TO R7, 
TORR arfRfRRR, 1961 ^ RRRRt ^ af^RR TJSR RR R 
fRRR fc+j Ml 411011 I 

[arfR7JRTR249/2006/TT.R. 197/46/2006-RT.^. fR.-I] 

FPR Rrf, 3TRT RfRR 


New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3762.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
sub-clause (iv) of the clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person on 
behalf “National Highways Authority of India (Ministry 
of Surface Transport), G-5 & 6, Sector-10, Dwarka, New 
Delhi” (hereinafter the ‘Institution’) shall not be included 
in the total income of such person as assessable for the 
Assessment Years 2002-2003 to 2004-2005, subject to 
the following conditions:— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
on or after the 1 st day of April, 2002, the 
period of the accumulation of the amount 
exceeding fifteen per cent of its income shall in 
no case exceed five years ; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contribution 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of the Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organization with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to the recipients 
of income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability or, 
otherwise of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income 
taxAct, 1961. 

[Notification No. 249/2006/F. No. 197/46/2006-ITA-l] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 
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to Itoto, 12 ftoTRI, 2006 

(31TOBT) 

q7T.37T. 3763.-37WR arfqftoq, 1961 (1961 ^143) 
to VKI 10 TsTS (23 "h) qf> ^3q-7sfe (iv) URT Tlftoqf 
q>T tot 7 ! ]Ttr, to? 3tf%rtjTn<1 ^ 

fa “ UjiWuV ytftvH <673^ W to fato” 

(§*fa qi? “HfqT” qjFTwf) to 3ifo ^ ftotl <qfaf fJRT Vfkl 
to to to^ 3W fanfaHsId tof ^ 37KTOfa ftorfrUT ■%$, 
2005-2006 ^ 2007-2008 7Tq> fat* T$ <>4fai to 
371? ^ 37T? ?» TFT xf ^Tlfnel tot to 'alls'll : 

(i) W1 3*qqt 3T? ^1 37??T TT4 

fa? -37T5R TTW( <£jfall ?*7T -STRIW FT 

fto tohl f*nfa fa? ^STFTTl to 

to § ?*tt fs wm 4 to? ^7to toF 'Hfcr?m ^ 
3Tfa^ 37T? 1 37^1, 2002 ^ T^t fal to ?7 
3*fa MS'-^ici ■g^rq to to i?, 371? ^ ti*r 

to Trf?T ^ ■q^F qftoici 3 37faqr ^ to sto? 
fa# to fwfcT -$ R?q to 3 toto^ tot' Fpft 
totoj 

(ii) to*7T 3^i[ctd q>7 Pitot^l qqf ^tod *jtocff to! 
to fato to 3TWfa to tolH ^rm 11 ^ft Fq-*TK1 
(5) 3 ftorfae fato 37«rer -g^ to toqqr 

to 37«7?T tofaf to f*FT toto to 3T?to ftfa 
(to?7-*rftHld, MtodT 3TTfc to ^q to w? 
cT«n 3T^Id 3T?KH to fad) ?TT M?[ 

Htfl *t>tol 37?qi dto 'UHl H$1 <*>{*\\\ 

(iii) ?? 37^1 ^di fd>>0 37pq 3F> TFf«f^ ^ cll^ 'd^t 

FFt, ^ if ‘SFi ?im cT«rr srftiwq i\ 

ch|<tol< 7TWI ^ 

^ frR yRTPW i\ ^«7T ^ '5RTtoH ^ to*i 
■^' 3FTH ^ ^f<rd=biu -T^t TWl ^IlcTl Ff; 

(iv) ‘Ttofl 3TR ^7 itotFF, 1961 ^> 3TT^mqt ^ 

3T5?nT'3TFfl 37F Piqfnd ^q ^ 3FF)7 

qTfwrr ^ q^7Tt; 

(v) P J i^<i’i ^R^TI 3ifdf<ctd TTf^TRTT 3^ 

qfFRrftot fth 3^rf cm f^qt ftfi ^ i 

I 

q? stoRjqqi ^«7i qft sto ^ m ^ uTWcrt # 
elT 1 ^ q f^F ^ d<$ cf) fd>^0 3FT yito 

SiqcfT aqq ^ l W1 3TPq qrt ^TltodT 37«TcfT 3F7«7T xr, 
STTWC STfqfim, 1961 ^ ^ 3T^TR ^7 ^ 

fqqTTfsFqr xsrrqjTT I 

[37fq^RTU 250/2006mq. 197/60/2005-371.^. fd.-I] 

t^Mch to, 37cR qfqq 


New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.o. 3763, —In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-clause (iv) of the clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person on 
behalf of “Export Promotion Council for Handicraft, New 
Delhi” (hereinafter referred to as the ‘Institution’) shall 
not be included in the total income of such person as 
assessable for the Assessment years 2005-2006 to 2007- 
2008, subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
on or after the 1st day of April, 2002, the 
period of the accumulation of the amount 
exceeding fifteen per cent of its income shall in 
no case exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of the Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business ; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organization with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to the recipients 
of income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability or, 
otherwise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961, • . 

[Notification No. 250/2006/F, No. 197/60/2006-ITA-I] 
DEEPAK GARG. Under Secy. 
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12 2006 

(3TOT) 

75T.37T. 3764.-37m* 1961 (19613H43) 

vtti io ^ isrs (23n) ^ 3ws (iv) sro K3 Tifafa 
^71 WIm 4^ ^<4vK 0,c1^5KI ^ 37fa^d <Mtfl I? 

fa fafafapR? ims r&TS, ^ 

( 5?7<& “tfwr Tpn t) 4ft afc 3 font ^ifar grcr w<\ 
4ft "nf 4ftif 3TRT fa t ifi'lfisrt ^IciT ^ 37^lfa ^vT faltfr&T ^, 
1999-2000 ^ 2001-2002 7147 ^ %7 4ft T74^ 

37T4 3 '3TRT 4> itft 4ft '*lftfal : 

(i) 

^ fat* 37T47T 77443 T^PIT 4«7T 37=RT34T 33 
3i[7*ft 4> fcHI, «6^(t fafa feTt( $7i4ft WITH 4ft 
^ ^ 3*7T dtt hh^ ft' -m ?77 4ft 4*s(fS yfo^fKi ft 
37^147 aim 1 arito, 2002 ^ fa3 4ft 4T 
37747 9^T3 y,=fi> 4ft tj^ %, ^°hl arm 4> 443 
4ft Tlfft ^ 33T? TjfaTTtT ft 37fft47 *fa 4ft 374fa 

faftft tft fwfa ft ^ cpf ft a#mr 3$f frft 

^Tt%TT; 

(ii) 7T7*7T 477fa^fa^44f ft 7733 4ftf 

4ftfaft) ft) amfii ^ 4 tr 4tti n 4ft 334171 
(5) ft fafafaz faft) vjz 3T«mr 3 arfe 
3ft 37*74i 3 fftR 3ft4ft ft amt fafft 

(ftcR-4|c*|fa<|d, 4*3f47 3fffa 3F3 

3«n 3737^73 F^ft^eh amm ft faFT) 4rr faft?T 
ftftt 3T«r^nr 3ft * 1*3 3?) 4>ftfl; 

(iii) 4F arf^mr faft) ftft) 334 ^ Tfaft ft wi 

37 ft ftftft, ft) fa ^ftcNtr: ft yjtt ctt^t 3«tt 
arf^FTT^ ft) 174 347 fa ftm 47rft4ir wn ^ 
aW Trrfm ^ mrPmr 3Ff ?t 3 «tt ^ 

^ Tpm'y 4' arm ^ 3rf 

T# ^Tdt Ff; 

(iv) 3TWt 37m STfviwf, 1961 ^ PVHf ^ 

amt 37m ftMfMcl ^ 31TW 
^TfeTtt ^ ^rft; 

(v) ^t ft«7fd -4'^n^t aitdTidd Tifamf -aftr 
TTfermf^T wi 3^# ^ %TTt m33 qFt ^ 
^ ^mpft 1 

^ 7TWT ^t 37t7 ^ 3Tm ^ T7 3t 

RI3 ?Mt 3 fa f77 rRf ^ VmmfaaTf 3Jt fast 3F3 Tffa 
3T«73i arm 37 1 ttwt ^ 37m 3>t 3>rr^mT 37*73137m*n 37, 
37m5R7 1961 i: 3333f ^ ^*737 33 ^ 

fa3R fa*TT -smTHT 1 

[37fV7J33I77. 25l/2006/9U.77f. 197/127/2005-371.37. fa-I ] 

3faF7Pf ( 3737 7lfam 


New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3764. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub*c!ause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies that any income received 
by any person on behalf of “Defence Civilians Medical 
Aid Fund, New Delhi” (hereinafter referred to as the 
‘Institution’) shall not be included in the total income of 
such person as assessable for the assessment years 
1999-2000 to 2001-2002, subject to the following 
conditions namely :— 

Cl) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
Fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
on or after the 1st day of April, 2002, the 
period of the accumulation of the amount 
exceeding Fifteen per cent of its income shall in 
no case exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Sect ion 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account arc 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organization with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to the recipients 
of income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt of income of such recipients. Taxability or, 
otherwise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 251/2006/F. No. 197/127/2005-ITA-I] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 
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12lW5R, 2006 
( 3TT93FT ) 

^T.3*T. 3765.-3TTti3R arfftto*!, 1961 (1961 43) 

ftt 10 ft (23 7 T) ft (iv) ?R1 'ST^rl Vrfftlft 
RTPl ^ ft^( RRR MrtftgRI ^ STtojfRl 
^Rtft t to “%?hh g t^ c xff ftti, qgftfrr , *fomnr 
(3*rft*T^“ftwr” W w%)fttftftfttofttsrto5ra 

TO ftt ^ 3pR f^Rferfisra Wf ft 3T«lftfr *>r 
f^rfrwr 2005-2006 ft 2007-2008 cHS ft to?; ftft 
oEjf^RT ft) Rtfrn str ft <sn#n str ft ft ^rrfto tof ftt 
^m?ft : 

(i) ^M3Tq^^^^l^3TeRT37R^T?^rcT 
3rft ft to* 3ftRR fftRl 7f«tT3RRTcRI 

ftt ip cRR dfl WRc) ft *lft ITS ft) ftst?> 
Ut^fTcl ft srfacp ^TR sftto, 2002 ft fftl 
ft ^TT THft RRTcl 3?R t^Fv5{ ft) ^ t, Ttfft) 
3?R ft flVRl ft) <lfft ft RSI? UfcTTFcf ft 3ft%R> 
ftft ft) -stoft toft? *«fr fftto ft ftft -ad ft arfe 
to? TO •^T%n; ; 

(ii) ftp£?l 3M^CK1 ^R tolfa 1 ! eft! ft TERT oRf 

ft) toft ft) 3?crfft ft *4HT 11 ft) OTITCT 
(5) ft fdf^ toft ^ 3T«RI R*t ft 3Tf*R£ 
ftn 3 t*rt dftftf ft f*Fi fttor ft amt fftfft 
(toR-^nfsrra, vftto snft ft ^ ft to 
ri«n sp^to? ft?KH ft f*Fi) fton 

Rif) 4i 01) 3iT?T^I ■it! ^IHI -itfl ; 

(iii) R? 3ftft^fT fftft) ftftt 37R ft ftsfa ft rlT^^' 
ftft.ft fft TO3TC ft TO RTm W3Tftomft 
wi ere? to to toran: ?tm ft torft ftt Rifft 
ft to?; store? tof ft crt ftft toraR ft rrr 
ft 3TH 1 ! ft cH^sil-Hft" T^sTt ^Idl ft" ; 

(iv) ftW 3TR arfftftR, 1961 ft "TOto ft 

ar^TTT arto toffti ft 3 Tr^r 

mfelft ft TTR^ -CPT^ ^ftTT ; 

(v) Iftrofti toft)ftitonftt aftrftoTiftof ftR 

ftto^rtot <s^4r qfift ft 7 ^? ftr ft 
ft'simftt 1 

R? 3Tfft^n ft^e? ftWI ftl ftft ft 3TR ft UTWft 
TR ft ftftt- R fft ^ cTTF ft TO^ft ftf fftftt 
■snto ®m\ 5TR r?; 1 Rtoi ift si«rt 3TR«fT -sir 

R, aRRR arMRRt, 1961 ft^Rfftft ai^PR^sW^ft 
fftcR fft<(1 'Jjiy, 4 !! I 

[ 3#RJ^rr ft 252/2006mft. l97/63/2006-3Tl.^. fft-I] 

fttor^ft, zm ftto 


New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 
ONCQME-TAX) 

S.O. 3765 .—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person on 
behalf of “National Horticulture Board, Gurgaon, 
Haryana” (hereinafter the ‘Institution’) shall not be 
included in the total income of such person as assessable 
for the Assessment years 2005-2006 to 2007-2008, 
subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
on or after the 1st day of April, 2002, the 
period of the accumulation of the amount 
exceeding fifteen per cent of its income shall in 
no case exceed five years ; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary'tontribution and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of 
the forms or modes specified in sub-section 
(5) of section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organization with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to the recipients of 
income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability, or, 
otherwise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income 
tax Act, 1961. 

[NotificationNo. 252/2006/F. No. 197/63/2006-ITA-I) 
DEEPaK C: ■ G. PInder Secy. 
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12 2006 
(3TTEra^) 

3766.-3TIWT 3qfftft?R, 1961 ( 1961 ^7 43) 
ftt VRT 10 ft (23 T) ft 3m ( v) SRTSRrf 
w ^ ft^ tj^ra “aft trt 3iraPTEj 
rtfftRRT^” R^RTli) ftt 

ftft F fft ft) 6*1 fat SKI "5LR ft) ft)^ 3TRI Pi*-ifcrlRsfcf ^idT ft 

out ftrafm 2005-2006 ft 2007-2008 W ft 
fcR ftft ^ifftT ftt We? 3m ft ^Rtftq 3RT ft ?0? ft 
^fttwctft : 

(i) ft**TT 3Rft 3TR RT |ft)Rld 3?«?crr ^HTel RR 

ft fcnr ftRR ^ftcPTT rT«TT RT 

T^?ft ft Iftft*, fftftt fft*T4> fR 1 ^ fHftl 'wnm ft) 
^ t ci«n th RRft ft rst ?Rft) ft?? ft 
SffaR 3R? I Sfftef, 2002 ft wft fftl ft) RT 
Tsft rurr am trr ftt ^ t, tw) 3M ft 
ftt trfft ft RR? ft 3?fw ftft ft 

37ftft fftftt ft ftft?? ft ftjftcfft ft 3ftw ftf 

ftft ; 

(ii) Tftn th^«w rt fftftw ftf ft ftra ftf 

ft fftftt ft 3ftft ft ym 11 ft RTRRT 
(5) ft fafaftw fftftt ft? 3T«raT ftr ft ftftr 
ftT 3?«RTT fttftf ft fftR tfttftf ft snft fftfft 
(ftrc^ftsod, snft ft ft rtr 

cT*TT 3Rft$R f4fecK 3m?R ft fi-TR) RT ftftl 
ftf ftft 3T«rcrr ft ^ ft fttft 

(iii) ft ftftftllftftf ft 3ft ft ftftfteft ft 

ftftt, ft 1ft ftMR ft RR H*T cr«TT ft 
w fft ftl RRMR ftm ft ftft ft) ftft 
ft %t? Vl'ftfW ftf ft cf«TT ftft RT?RR ft ftsfa 
ft 2det T i ft Tft «sfl ftft ft ; 

(iv) ftm am ftftftm, 1961 ft wrf ft 
a^m 3TFft 3 ?r fftRftf fftrftR ft? ft aro 
RfftRlft ft ft?$T ?lfisRi RtR ; 

(v) ftt fftftr ft' ftWT ftr nfftftf ftR 

ftTftftftftf wm s&ft rh fftftt ftift ftr ft 
ft Wtnfl I 

*r? 3?fft?TSRT ftf ftft ft ft «M+"df ^ ft 
rTT^ftftt ■=! fft cTT? ft Tiwf ftt fftftt 3Rq TTfft 
3t^T 3?R ?7 I ftWT ftt 3M ftt 4FtrftW 3?«t^T 3Rq2?T 3TR 
^R, 3TO ftftfftR?, 1961 ft T?^'ftf ft 3?^R ^? ft 

fftRR fft^T i 

[3?%?^RT ft 253/-2006/R?T.ft. 197/20/2006-3 ?t.R?. R-I] 

ftw RT, 3?R 


New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3766. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person on 
behalf of “Sri Ramanasaramam, Tiruvannamalai, Tamil 
’Nadu” (hereinafter referred to as the ‘Institution’) shall 
not be included in the total income of such person as 
assessable for the Assessment years 2005-2006 to 
2007-2008, subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income, is accumulated 
on or after the 1st day of April, 2002, the 
period of the accumulation of the amount 
exceeding fifteen per cent of its income shall in 
no case exceed five years ; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contribution 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above other wise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organization with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to the recipients of 
income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients, Taxability, or, 
otherwise, or the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income 
tax Act, 3961. 

[Notification No. 253/2006/F. No. 197/20/2006-ITA-I] 
DEEPAK G.ARG, Under Secy. 
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qf ft?#, 2006 


(smispr) 


W.OT. 3767.-^fT qRFR 37fafW7, 1961 (1961 
^TT 43) (^'^^^rfqfTO^TTpnt) ^t«TTO 80^F 
# T9-%nTI ( 4 ) # <sls (iii) SRI y<Vfl *iPkr4l qiT h 4W 
^ qqRK 3 1 a#R, 1997 3 ^ #R cT«TT 3iq#, 
2002 TW\m j\i cTIeft S&fM # f#4 

^T.3TT. 193(3T),f^TT5F 30 qr4, 1999 # cf®fT 1 3nhrt, 
1997 3 ^ #3R Tl«r 31 qr4, 2006 # qqRT aqqfa # 
wn cfrr.STT. 354(30 ^ qRd 'dlP'Rl #7 

q#q (3iWtfq^ afa qqtfq faqrn) # 

3*ffcR{^TT3Tr -gRI #atf^ W # ^RT WR #7 

3Tfa^fq<T#t ; 

3?R, iW4 44fei 5^fci^<i Mfd* 

f^RRTI q^dTd cKPlfeR 9#, ^ tftmt qftfeT, 

^fcRTRTT-700016 q 2, qq 2 #7^2, 

q. t 4t #7 # 4t, V,qi?e #F 
^T^dTT, t^VRTR, q^FTcfT 3 ^ #*ilPl+ ^ cfiT 
faqqq ^ TFT t; 


#7, «t“(!*♦>, 4»d\ 7773*17 ^ 37f^^*}*fi 4* 3^«jq 

q dP^Psld fqqq #7 ?Tdf # 3TOfa qifmq cfSTT qsiFT 

qqTTR# ftqft? 13-5-2005 ^ 15/5/2005-3^^ 

qs 3 tt 3 # (^lPw q«q q#q 4i ftqft^ 25-5-2005 

^ qq q. !5/5/05-3 tt 3 # qs ^ # fkf q#faq) ^ 

SRFfa ^ aMfW 973? 3T^cT ftm1 ; 

fFrf^rq, 3R, 3Tfi#m # tRT 80 ^ # 
qq-qiTI (4) ^ (iii) UR! *lfad^ 3*T qqft °b<rl 

4^?1 7k«*>k M.d'tSm d3d (iii) ^ y4r3Rl4 3l1sjlPiq> 

q ^7qf x n^f fdfqi« 

+Widi srcr Pd^d q«n aRjtfsm t^’ vmfm fq^^n it 
srfwifim ?Fmt t : 


34^<qc4 

Pm tt 5|‘ f^R r mm w&k ^ ^Rf ^ttr 
5 - Hfci4d qR> y(5^<£ Mq^ V)^=6Td! "gRT 3?lti'lPt<+) m 5 ^ 
‘ifdd P^y, 37^H)^d yqn f^v9T "^l 


I. (i) w 

^)T dm 

(ii) SRdlfsRT WH 


(iii) s^tilPi'ti qR) ^)T 
8p*q>d 


t Wq^r i^P^'i 

: ^ffeU ^2,13^2 3?R 
^T t ^ qt 3?R 

^t, 

cjfe> ohTw^cW, 

IWRfR, *ld«Pldl 
: 57.238 


(iv) ywifad <t>T4«t>dIM : 

Trq 3TT^ # fffFrTT ^ 7TT«[ sMfw d>l4^diq ^ -?^q 


sF.U 

qq 3 tt 4 qt 7T%qi 

fomr 


aq^qm 

qqpT 

^JF 



23^3 

— 

— 

PcfPdqfui 





+i4^cdrq 


4 

— 

— . 

f^RTT, 3?R 





qpft 

q 

7 

75 

— 


'q 

8 

89 

892 

fizi y)f)r^i, 





yRuT^ 

qqT 





=brojd7 

f. 

8 

89 

893 

+i4dK cf«n 





qqqq q^q^qt 

chi^rfrq 


8 

89 

894 

qq^f?Wqqqi 





$4tfdd<t qq 
3RT d4>4W) 

+qa?q1 

chl4^>e«q 

%5 

8 

89 

895 

d+Hl+i qptaqq 







(v) 

dfl'^Pl^ dMd) J l : 

90-44% (31,850 ^4 


^ %q STWlfad 
37Rddlq 

qq qprmr 

qteO 

(Vi) 

oiiffjif^^ smfc] : 

9.560% (3,336 ^4 


^ %qfqqffer ^ 
qq qf^Td 

qfe) 

(vii) 

^jqdq qisST 

6 ^fq£ 

(viii) 

qqnfsfcT =^<d tdd^l : 

(qfc? qqq q) 

773,76231/- 

(ix) 

3^^'inicb awq ^ : 

598,723,675/- 


cuf?i 

TRiq q) 

(x) : 699 , 454 , 555 /- 
fera 

fsrcrf 3^?nfqqr 
dH^Vl PrIH 

fqf^ 

fMrer qt TnfqR 
t (Tift? W* ^‘) 

(xi) : 28 qr^#, 2006 
3q^q Ft^ 

y^iifaci Plfq 
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2. feft afcaiPrer W k' STcffenr few m ^jwtr 

ffel cTFTrT 50% 'k WR fW I 

3y)ti)r , l c h 91 <*> "sfi 3?[^f'|oh <JM^V| fcrti^ klMrl "Plel 

writ f, ^ Rfe k' 3Mfe ^ fefa wrk wt 
htrrr%r fercR 3 irrtrrt w t§N[wtrR ftfew 
ctptr ^ 60% ^ wr fe fe i 

3. ferw feTR k' -rsw (Rfe rw?t r%r), 

^TtfFjfcf RRT Rtfe, ^fe ^TeT TTfe ^RT, fe*TR fefe 
fWeffl T^cf facH>h, cflfUj^di cl^fr^Fft 3RR TjfRRTk^rt 

3tWlPl e b =hl4 e 6<?im fkj RIHI'R k> tcrti^ ^ oi(T u lRi)oh 
ftfenki TTcf wjrr I1 

4. f*fe 1 3^1, 2002 wt WT.3H. 354(31) 

6 ^ ^R-felW (73) k' Rife RlffeT ^ WTRTR (2) k' 
dRxiRsm Rrtf f^rrf fed) ^lejlPioh ri«f> k> ffe fwiR 
3*fefe ^ RR 50% k Slffe fem Rife fe 
feRt 1 ?R Rh4l §=hl^ WT 3TT7PT T^W RT T^W $ 

3Tfe TPR 3TRRT fefa RR-RTFJ9 ^ Wife ^ fe felt 
3WTR cT«TT fe Wfet t ! 

5. wi^ 3igRfe', fek fetf fife fetfir kte 
&m\ mfe ffe fe 3IRRT WR WI WpR feft WP£T ^ 
fefa firfirfe fife wfewr srt fife) wr^t fife 

3TRRT fe<fe RTfe fife ^ ffe 3ppfe ?nfe i, w) 

wfwr fer ct«tt Rfefe ^ ^pjrr arm k fen ^nT i 

6. ?R SlffexHT ^ % l(vii) fi ffefe fen 
Fffe ^ 3^fe fe fi 3fe«m ^ WRT # 
3Tflrffe ^ 3pfe PTW ^ Tfe f I 

7. A<h4 WTTcJ fe yi§^d .cEfol«hlct1 

"319 33^Rt ^ ^TPI AlPl^ ^T y ^KrH ^TRt TT^TT f^W 
3fel 3TRT^R 3Tfem, 1961 ^*IRT80^^nfe-*im 
(4) (iii)^ 3pfe Wnfefe t I 

8. ^ T3RT 3^fe fe ^ 3TRR ^ 

3tTwj^tt ^ % 1 (xi) Rife fel ^ ^ 3 ^IKI 

fewfe t rft 3m^R3Tfem, 1961 iTTTT 80 ^ 
TT-^TRI 4(iii) ^ 3Rpfa W^TTMfe^fe sftfeRB 
fe fe9T, 2002 ^ 3fer WIT 3T5ife TIM WTTT 3rferT 
^1T I 

9. 3T^»I fe 3fk fef fer 

wwf fprfes ferwrai fe feft ^rfafen wt sferri 
^ fe, fe # fefe Om, rR: 

(i) 3lfer T5T fsfe 3TWR -CR ^ ^R^R ^Ry 
3RJRTWI H4H fww? 7 RIT'|', ^ WWT ^Jr4T/T^hi 
STfiRlT Wfel cTWRRW ^WTT ^ ^ I 


(u) ^ t^t sfrgnfe fe wt 3fesif?r ig f 
f^fefe 3T^feT feft 3RI WT5W ^ RTR 
Tt fe # 3W fell WIT f I 

10. RRT fef WTTcT TWf fefiTfe, 

■ ^d^lcl l ( STSlfcT 3RRUTfe Wq^R) 3Mfe fe WT TWeR 

3^9 3PJI5RT felt WI^R (3ISlfcT 3ffet WI3RT) wt 

ewidRd Ttnr ?rt 3i’cK u i=hdl sft^ 3Rfftcft t9^rt ^rttcRw ^ 
fe 3lfelfe 3ft9 3 RtM RM ^ fe ffefe WTR wt 
UfTT ^ RTR ,3fl^fj|nh WTWTT RfeWT, 3^tfe Rtfd fe 
fe^T fRRFi, feR WR, ffeft- 11 wt^fefeTRFRRT 
^feTfe?T W9 ^ -?jfWTfe\ I 

11. W 3ll>RJWTT fefed WT? ^ RTR~RT«I 
3fefe fe fel, 2002 ?nfe cR Tlcff WT 31^HleH WH 
3TR[r ^kn feu WRT Rife f^Reb fei fR R=blH ^ 
3Trfe RTR RIRT fe ^ t' I WWK wfeR 3I^feT 
Wt cfRRT ^ Rebdl t kuk Wild 5^fd^fe RTWf RTf^E 
MktS WfelW 3Mfe Rfe feR, 2002 k feR ?TRf 
3T8WT ?R 3lf%RJWTT Wt felt Rt ^ ^ 3^RWR k 3TRXRR 
3FRT t I 

12. fe RTWK ^ 3T5Rfe ^ fe Rtfe WTH k 
fell RRT Wt| Rt feRR 3IRRT Rfeq k' RRT eTRRT RRRT 
felt fe R«q WT R^RTWT fe k 3lfew WT 3TRTH RRTT, 
3fefefe^ 3I^RRR Wt 3I^R RRT ^RT I 

[3lftRJRWR. 254/2006/RR. R. 178/56/2005-3R.W.t=I.-I] 

^fe Wf, 3TW Rffe 
New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O 3767. —Whereas the Central Government in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause (iii) of 
sub-section(4) of Section 80-LA of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(43 of 1961 ) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), has 
framed and notified a scheme for industrial park, by the 
notifications of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Commerce and Industry (Department of Industrial Policy 
and Promotion) vide number S.O. 193(E), dated the 30th 
March, 1999, for the period beginning on the 1st day of 
April, 1997 and ending on the 31 st day of March, 2002 and 
vide number S.O. 354(E) dated the 1 st day of April, 2002, 
for the period beginning on the 1st day of April, 1997 and 
ending on the 31 st day of March, 2006; 

And whereas M/s. Bengal Intelligent Parks 
Private Limited, having registered office at 9B, Wood Street, 
3rd Floor, Kolkata-700 016 is developing an Industrial Park 
at Plot No. A2, M2 and N2, Block No. EP and GP, Sector V, 
Salt Lake Electronics Complex, Bidhannagar, Kolkata; 
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And whereas the Central Government has approved 
the said Industrial Park vide Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry letter No. 15/5/05-IP&ID dated 13*05*2005 (cor¬ 
rected by Ministry of Commerce and Industry vide its let¬ 
ter No. 15/5/05-IP&ID dated 25-05-2005) subject to the terms 
and conditions mentioned in the annexure to this 
notification: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (iii) of sub-section (4) of Section 80-IA of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby notifies the un¬ 
dertaking, being developed and being maintained and op¬ 
erated by M/s. Bengal Intelligent Parks Private Limited, 
Kolkata, as an industrial park for the purposes of the said 
clause (iii). 

ANNEXURE 


The terms and conditions on which the approval of 
the Government of India has been accorded for setting up 
of an industrial park by M/s. Bengal Intelligent Parks Private 
Limited, Kolkata. 


1. (i) Name of the Industrial 
Undertaking 
(ii) Proposed location 


(iii) Total area of Industrial 
Park 


: Bengal Intelligent 
Parks Private Limited 
: Plot No. A2, M2 and 
N2, Block No. EP and 
GP, Sector V, Salt Lake 
Electronics Complex, 
Bidhannagar, 
Kolkata. 

: 57,238 Square Meters 


(iv) Proposed activities 



Nature of Industrial activity with NIC code 

sTNoT 

Sec¬ 

tion 

NIC Code 

Divi- Group Class 
sion 

Description 

A 

2&3 

- 

- ■ 

Manufacturing. 

B 

4 

- 

- 

Electricity, Gas & 
Water. 

C 

7 

75 

— — 

Communication Ser¬ 
vices. 

D 

8 

89 

892 - 

Data Processing, 
Software Develop¬ 
ment and Computer 
consultancy ser¬ 
vices. 

E 

8 

89 

893 - 

Business and man¬ 
agement consult¬ 
ancy activities. 

F 

8 

89 

894 - 

Architectural and 
engineering and 
other technical 
consultancy activi¬ 
ties. 

G 

8 

89 

895 - 

Technical testing 
and analysis ser¬ 
vices. 


(v) Percentage of allocable : 90.44% (31,850 square 
area earmarked for meters) 

industrial use 


(vi) Percentage of allocable 
area earmarked for com¬ 
mercial use 

(vii) Minimum number of 
industrial units 

(viii) Total investments pro¬ 
posed (Amount in 
Rupees) 

(ix) Investment on built up 
space for Industrial use 
(Amount in Rupees) 

(x) Investment on Infra¬ 
structure Development 
including investment 
on built up space for 
industrial use 
(Amount in Rupees) 

(xi) Proposed date of com¬ 
mencement of the 
Industrial Park 


9.56% (3,336 square 
meters) 

6 Units 

773,176,231/- 

598.723.675/- 

699,454,555/- 


February 28,2006 


2 The minimum investment on infrastructure deve¬ 
lopment in an Industrial Park shall not be less 
than 50% of the total project cost. In the case of 
an Industrial Park which provides built-up space 
for industrial use, the minimum expenditure on 
infrastructure development including cost of con¬ 
struction of industrial space, shall not be less than 
60% of the total project cost. 

3. Infrastructure development shall include, roads 
(including approach roads), water supply and 
sewerage, common effluent treatment facility, 
telecom network, generation and distribution of 
power, air-conditioning and such other facilities 
as are for common use for industrial activity which 
are identifiable and are provided on commercial 
terms. 

4. No single unit referred to in column (2) of the 
Table given in sub-paragraph (b) of paragraph 6 
of S.O. 354(E) dated the 1 st April, 20()2, shall oc¬ 
cupy more than fifty per cent of the allocable 
industrial area of an Industrial Park. For this pur¬ 
pose a unit means any separate and distinct en¬ 
tity for the purpose of one and more state or 
Central tax laws. 

5. Necessary approvals, including that for foreign 
direct investment or non-resident Indian invest¬ 
ment by the Foreign Investment Promotion Board 
or Reserve Bank of India or any authority speci¬ 
fied under any law for the time being in force, 
shall be taken separately as per the policy and 
procedures in force. 



8082 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 23,2006/ASVINA 1, 1928 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)} 


6. The tax benefits under the Act can be availed of 
only after the number of units indicated in 
Para 1 (vii) of this Notification, are located in the 
Industrial Park. 

7. M/s. Bengal Intelligent Parks Private Limited, 
Kolkata, shall continue to operate the Industrial 
Park during the period in which the benefits un¬ 
der clause (iii) of sub-section (4) of Section 80IA 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 are to be availed. 

8. In case the commencement of the Industrial Park 
is delayed by more than one year from the date 
indicated in Para 1 (xi) of this notification, fresh 
approval will be required under the Industrial Park 
Scheme, 2002, for availing benefits under sub¬ 
section 4(iii) of Section 80IA of the Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

9. ■ The approval will be invalid and M/s. Bengal In¬ 

telligent Parks Private Limited, Kolkata, shall be 
solely responsible for any repercussions of such 
invalidity, if 

(i) the application on the basis of which the 
approval is accorded by the Central 
Government contains wrong information/mis¬ 
information or some material information has 
not been provided in it; 

(ii) it is for the location of the industrial park for 
which approval has already been accorded 
in the name of another undertaking. 

10. In case M/s. Bengal Intelligent Parks Private Limit¬ 
ed, Kolkata, transfers the operation and mainte¬ 
nance of the industrial park (i.e., transferor under¬ 
taking) to another undertaking (i.e., the transferee 
undertaking), the transferor and transferee shall 
jointly intimate to the Entrepreneurial Assistance 
Unit of the Secretariat for Industrial Assistance, 
Department of Industrial Policy and Promotion, 
Udyog Bhawan, New' Delhi-11 along with a copy 
of the agreement executed between the transferor 
and transferee undertaking for the aforesaid trans¬ 
fer. 

11. The conditions mentioned in this notification as 
well as those included in the Industrial Park 
Scheme, 2002 should be adhered to during the 
period for which benefits under this scheme are 
to be availed, The Central Government may with¬ 
draw the above approval in case M/s. Bengal In¬ 
telligent Parks Private Limited, Kolkata. fails to 
comply with any of the conditions. 

12. Any amendment of the project plan without the 
approval of the Central Government or detection 
in future, or failure on the part of the applicant to 
disclose any material fact, will invalidate the ap¬ 
proval of the industrial park. 

[Notification No. 254/2006/F.No. 178/56/2005-ITA-I] • 
DEEP4K GARG, Under Secy. 


^ toft, 12 ftpflRT, 2006 


( 3TRra>T ) 


^T.3TT. 3768.-topi 31TPPR arfpfto, 1961 (1961 
PP 43) (PFT arn) arfVfto RTFT PPT 1?) pft HR! 80 
tJp-tTRT (4) ^ WS (iii) £RT PpRT Vlftof PTT 
trtPt |rp, PtoP m=bK 3 l apfciL 1997 ^ 
dPT 31 to, 2002 Rt) UHim RTdft arafa uom 

prr. an. 193 ( 24 ) toPT30 to, 1999 ^^HtWi 1 ar%r, 
1997 ^^toTd*IT31 to, 2006 ^ TTPIPT 3to ^ fop 
prr.an. 354(ar) ^ top w 7 TTPtr, toto afa 
stor toro (artelto tor 3 % Tito ton) to to 
Tj^naff afc to to todm toijfto 

tot; 


3%9R%toTpP ^3TR' 
tt. 49, 27^it to, ppp «fr pp ^ anse, toffr- 


560 058 PPT atl^JlRloh to 31*% TT. 147 , p. 13> 14 
cTSTT 15, ^ 9t an^ Pt, afttoto 8%, 9PP RTP, 3TR, ^ 
atR pPT, todW dRJPT, 3 *pp 3TR, 

an^ to’ PP ftoRT PR TFT 


3% Rto to 7TTPPT 3 fP arffcRJPPT ^ aTJPP 3 
totopd fdPP aftr TTrfF ^ 31%% Pllto ppy - 31 % H4M4 
^ftorpr 8 - 12-2005 ^pptt. 15/63/05; an^Tt^F an^tst 
pi 3RT% app afc to arjmfto tor 

stop 3tp rpp tofto to %tttt 80 ft pt to rp-ptti 

(4) P> WS (iii) 'gTTT PPPI PTftopf PP TPto Pto |rp to^ 
7TTPnT 3«KI TsTF (iii) P> 3t)si]p|eh 9TP> p^ 

^9 3 toftf PP. 3TR PT?to faftoS, wk 

fIRT fppffto cf®TT aRJlfto PR y-^ifcrtcl top RT TF RPd dHshH 
to torjfpd PRPT t I 


3pj5TO 

9T PTTcT TTTRTR R PR ^ 3TR 
RPHR ^RT 3%feF PTpi Pfed fep % 
ar%KH 9PH tor t 1 

1 . (i) afi^'iPi^ wr prr pm ; pp 3 ir 

Mto (pp ^ 

anr, an| ptp^) 

(ii) 9TdTfRdTPPT : *pp ^ 3TR, ap| to’TT. 

147, TT. 13, 14 3% 
15, to ani pt atoto 
m, ppp Ripi, ito 
anr. -jpt, ito., toTR 
PRf "digdr, PRto 

(iii) atoto to °rt torpr: ^qrtod sto—76 ,i 91.74 

RTfPTJT 





[BTBII—73^ 3(ii>] BIT TFsm : f^Wt'23, 2006^1 ^^ 1928 V 8Cif& 

(iv) BTdtfBft splfotfTO 


Bd 371^ Bt B%BT ^ BIB 3^^tP|cn «b(A«6niH ^1 B4^4 

^.B. Bd Bl^ Tft < Tff?BT 

Ibbft 

ST^BTB r BBFI ' B*0 ^Tt 


BI 8 89 892 - 

■STB ‘atAfBB 


T^FB^TT 


tdriq-Ae bs 




Bf^lBB 

(v) 3^€jlf<l«F BBBtB B> IBB BBllfBB 

: 95% • 

37TBBBtB 8^T BB BfcRR 


(vi) dlPuir^^ '3 x TBt 7 7 ^ f^B 

: 5% 

^fB BIT 'SrfdTBTcT 



srfBBi Htbt BrfrB bsT Bi^nt i ^ BBlrwf fBirft 
r - r ^ ^bit^ bit sum b^ bt *qraF 3 b^i 37«tbt 
; Tfofa btc ^ BBfaq i£ f&£ farfr 3 trb <wr 

' r ' : ' fBR BBBBt 3 t I ;" : t!,; 

5, sjrew. ^UC 1«ptf tMb ^ 

stbbi BTBftB ftB^f Art stbbt tjb WJ b^bt forrt 
BD^H f wlwgTO TWIT 

bvb# fr^?r aftfaf bi %b 

" Ttrifm t; 3rtB*jBT ^ %«tr ‘srf^rr^ ^ 

aqfcfc 3T^PT 3 fRBT ^ItCOI l :; ' ;i :r ' 

& ?B 3lfosjBB? Bt % 1 (vii) A fRftf^BlSBT B 

^f^ri bi sMftBiW3 mftm ^bi^btr ft 

?B 3lfBfBRB ^ 37BFfa BIT RTB BTBT ^ BBIB t I 

7. ABTf-BB 7?| 3TR ^KTT^BBl BT^H fclfBts, BBcfrt: 
■377 mfa ^ 37WffBBT BTB? BIT yRTtfB ^ 


(vii) 3MfiR> ^pEf ^ ^£T<TB B?sBT : 3 

(vi) 'siwifotd B[rl ii4?l (TlfTT 

^FBB 4) ; ,; : 1,37,62,50,000/- 

(ix) sMta 3BBtB <£ teR, ftftd , ;, : 58,30,62,500/- 
■TO BT (7lf?T W* A) • : 

(x) 37BBTRB1CBB' fBBITB,B7 Mm i; : 103,75 £2,500/- 

r~ v •$ , , ir. ., _\ N o 

3ii£mM'B> 34 Bmi «h T?1B 

fdfAd W BT fBR?i At BlltOr! I f.!...;:,-. 

(TI% ^FBB A) 

(xi) sfcdtfOB, BTBI ^ 3TTTB ¥0 Bit : . 30-11-2005 ., 

y«nfcffiMB ,. ; . ,.... .' 

2. MAt aMfM bMA\Ab7Arbi faBiTB bt AjbcTB 

Mfcl BjTR .MfW*HI RTBcT ^ 50% 3 BIB -^ : fH l 

aMPw -q^f Hi 3?Wr> ^prto 
fWn ^ cior TrfiR f^ro ^ 

^TfR ^ ^TcT qft#3RT RFR ^ 60% : ^ ^ 

#n 1' ‘ : 

3. BT^TT ta ^f (‘?TOf> ^> ^ff?T), 

‘cT«B ,if^a -iftfw tesf>> 

T^-i 0B BBT ® 3F0 


^fBBTO Bft. skilriT^. Bil^crfn? BRFB ^T#T 



I 


4. fW 1 3^R, 2002 BH BTT. .371. 354 (37) c£ 
6 ^ ^7-^.lU!^ (^) ^f BlfR^ ^ 
BTT^rq (2) B 3#^d BFTtf tBTBt 

sMte W ^ frill fro Bd 50% ^ 


^llftTB 3*crfB B mtm 37fMfBBB, 1964 BIB 
80 H BT «Ff B9BTC (4) ^ 7§fe (iii) ^ 3B7BfB 
rTTB frfB t I ;' . ." ‘. //. 

8 - Bf^ BBB 3^6()p[«t> BI^ eF 30TB B ^ 3?f^7 

^ ^B 1 (xi) 3 f^B B T^fi ^ ^ 

^BKI t Bf 3BBBB 37MBBB, 1961 

; BIB 80 ?T Bv Bfl BB-BIB 4 (iii) # 3 TcFIb RIB. 

> .BOB B>TB ^ frR all^RF W #5RI, 2002 ^ 
3Wffd BBT 3HBT «FTBt Sfi^f^TB BtBT I 

9 bb 3tbb t^bi 3flr ^nrf bb sth 

,$*3M^4t(T Bl^d fdfB^i Bn#! BBf %Tft- yfdf^Bl 
. ;Bft' - . 37^BBT'4F IBB BBB ft f^PBFBTBBTl, BlB ; 

• Th ;l (i). ; 3TtSKd BB fp$H' B3BTH |TB 

;! ,; •■ ...... 3T5BF^T 3RR 4^».B1BB1 ti, B TTrlB TJBBl/TJBdl , 

3TBBT B>rdBT7,B«BB7B? ^BBJR ^1 ^ ^ I- 

.',' ',. (ii) B? BdB BRf pFI i7BfT«lfd ;fe % 

" f^TBB) tcrfB 3f^ir^B ( fW> tfl,' 3T"B y HflhB B> <BTB. 

--;...• r." B BBBt m Wd ^FBI BBT t I - o«" ■ 

io. Abb. bb ^ bb bi^. Rife., wrdr 


:-‘ fBIBf r*gk ^BBTB <37BIB-3TBt^ 

^BsFB) Bif BTBfBftB BBBT cfl 3BTTBBBf 3^ ®T 
bBTArB ^ %B 3RBWB! 3fB 3TdM' 
BP ^ BtB rn^lRd BTBT Bit BfB ^ BIB 3kilfB«F 
BBTBBT sflT BBtfB fBBTB, 

OTI BBB. iB^ft-ll Bit ^IBBcTB! BfTBBl 
B4 B^?fB BB. A TpTB 4FBT 1 

11, |B 3tTbTJBBT A' dfrrlfeld Bd! ^ BIB-BIB 3ff^lfe 
BTBf TB>tB, 2002 B' BltBR BB "BTcff B>T STJBBR ‘3B 


2807 GI/06—3 
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STaffa <Uh Ffmi *TFTI ^ift^ %Tt ^ 
4* 3FPfcT FITF yFd fF>F ]| I 

qF wm it mrft f Arpf ^ 

FR M&S, Fh<rfa aMte 

FT*F Wfa, 2002 3?«rai ^F 3#R^n 

^t feft Ft ?Tcf ^ aqqrgn F w i i 

12. F<«frK ^ 3^4f^W q> fqFT y]^=K 9r1H ^ .f^frFT 

FFT^ Ft F?f)*R 3TF3T Ffa^FF FcTT FFFTT 3TF3T 
f^Ft cJlF cT*F FF 3^T?1 <+><4 F" 3HcK*h pR 3FT t F^T 
’<*FII, Fl=fi q> F^t 3 rIf FRT ^TT I 

255/2006AFT.F. I78/64/2006-3TT.^.ft.-I] 
FtenF, arpFfqq 
New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3768. —Whereas the Central Government in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause (iii) of Sub¬ 
section (4) of Section 80-1A of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(43 of 1961 ) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), has 
framed and notified a scheme for industrial park, by the 
notifications of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Commerce and Industry (Department of Industrial Policy 
and Promotion) vide number S.O. 193(E), dated the 30th 
March, 1999, for the period beginning on the 1 st day of 
April, 1997 and ending on the 31st day of March, 2002 and 
vide number S.O. 354(E) dated the 1st day of April, 2002, 
for the period beginning on the 1st day of April, 1997 and 
ending on the 31 st day of March, 2006; 

And whereas M/s. SJR Infrastructure Private 
Limited, No. 49, 27th Main. 1st Stage, BTM Layout 
Bangalore 560 068, is developing an Industrial Park, namely, 
SJRi- Park’ at.No. 147,PlotNo. 13,14& 15.EPIPIndustrial 
Area, First Phase, Hoodi Village, K.R. Puram, Hobli 
Bangalore East Taluk, Karnataka; 

And whereas the Central Government has approved 
the said Industrial Park vide Ministry of Commerce and 
Ind us try I etter No. 15/63/05-IP&ID dated 8.12.2005 subj ect 
to the terms and conditions mentioned in the annexure to 
this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (iii) of sub-section (4) of Section 80-IA of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby notifies the 
undertaking being developed and being maintained and 
operated by M/s. SJR Infrastructure Private Limited, 
Bangalore, as an industrial park for the purposes of the 
said clause (iii). 

ANNEXURE 

The terms and conditions on which the approval of 
the Government of India has been accorded for setting up 
of an industrial park by M/s. SJR Infrastructure Private 
Limited, Bangalore. 


1. (i) Name of the Industrial: SJR Infrastructure Private 
undertaking Limited (SJR i-Park) 

(ii) Proposed location ; SJR i-Park, No. 147,Plot No. 

13,14 & 15, EPIP Industrial 
Area, First Phase, Hoodi Vil¬ 
lage, K.R. Puram, Hobli, Ban¬ 
galore East Thluk, Karnataka 

(iii) Area of Industrial Park: Super Built Area -76,191.74 

Square Meters 


(iv) Proposed activities 


Nature of Industrial activity with NIC code 

NIC Code 

Description 

SI. Sec- Divi- Group Class 


No. tion sion 



A 8 89 892 - - Data Processing, Soft 

ware Development and 
Computer Coasul tancy 
Services. 


(v) 

Percentage of allocable area 



earmarked for industrial use : 

95% 

(vi) 

Percentage of allocable area 



earmarked for commercial use : 

5% 

(vii) 

Minimum number of industrial 



units; : 

3 Units 

(viii) 

Total investments proposed 



(Amount in Rupees) : 

1,37,62.50, (XXV- 

(ix) 

Investment on built up space 
for Industrial use (Amount in 



Rupees) : 

5830,62,500/- 

(x) 

Investment on Infrastructure 



Development including investment 
on built up space for industrial 
use (Amount 


in Rupees) ; 

1,03,75.62300/- 

(xi) 

Proposed date of commencement 


of the Industrial Park : 

30.11.2005 


2. The minimum investment on infrastructure devel¬ 
opment in an Industrial Park shall not be less than 
50% of the total project cost. In the case of an 
Industrial Park which provides built-up space for 
industrial use, the minimum expenditure on infra¬ 
structure development including cost of con¬ 
struction of industrial space, shall not be less than 
60% of the total project cost. 
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3. Infrastructure development shall include, roads 
(including approach roads), water supply and 
sewerage, common effluent treatment facility, 
telecom network, generation and distribution of 
power, air-conditioning and such other facilities 
as are for common use for industrial activity which 
are identifiable and are provided on commercial 
terms. 

4. No single unit referred to in column (2) of the 
Table given in sub-paragraph (b) of paragraph 6 
of S.O. 354(E) dated the 1st April. 2002, shall 
occupy more than fifty percent of the allocable 
industrial area of an Industrial Park. For this 
purpose a unit means any separate and distinct 
entity for the purpose of one and more State or 
Central Tax Laws. 

5. Necessary approvals, including that for foreign 
direct investment or non-resident Indian Invest¬ 
ment by the Foreign Investment Promotion Board 
or Reserve Bank of India or any authority speci¬ 
fied under any law for the time being in force, 
shall be taken separately as per the policy and 
procedures in force. 

6. The tax benefits under the Act can be availed of 
only after the number of units indicated in Para 
1 (vii) of this Notification, are located in the In¬ 
dustrial Park. 

7. M/s. SJR Infrastructure Private Limited, Banga¬ 
lore, shall continue to operate the Industrial Park 
during the period in which the benefits under 
clause (iii) of sub-section (4) of Section 80-LA of 
the Income-Tax Act, 1961 are to be availed. 

8. In case the commencement of the Industrial Park 
is delayed by more than one year from the date 
indicated in Para 1 (xi) of this notification, fresh 
approval will be required under the Industrial Park 
Scheme, 2002, for availing benefits under sub¬ 
section 4(iii) of Section 80-IA of the Income Tax 
Act, 1961. 

9. The approval will be invalid and M/s. SJR Infra¬ 
structure Private Limited, Bangalore, shall be 
solely responsible for any repercussions of such 
invalidity, if 

(ii) the application on the basis of which the 
approval is accorded by the Central 
Government contains wrong information/ 
misinformation or some material information 
has not been provided in it; 

(ii) it is for the location of the Industrial Park 
for which approval has already been 
accorded in the name of another under¬ 
taking. 


10. In case M/s. SJR Infrastructure Private Limited, 
Bangalore, transfers the operation and mainte¬ 
nance of the Industrial Park (i.e., transferor 
undertaking) to another undertaking (i.e., the 
transferee undertaking), the transferor and trans¬ 
feree shall jointly intimate to ihe Entrepreneurial 
Assistance Unit of the Secretariat for Industrial 
Assistance, Department of Industrial Policy and 
Promotion. UdyogBhawan, New Delhi-11 along 
with a copy of the agreement executed between 
the transferor and transferee undertaking for the 
aforesaid transfer. 

11. The conditions mentioned in this notification as 
well as those included in the Industrial Park 
Scheme, 2002 should be adhered to during the 
period for which benefits under this scheme are 
to be availed. The Central Government may with- 
draw the above approval in case M/s. SJR Infra¬ 
structure Private Limited. Bangalore, fails to com¬ 
ply with any of the conditions. 

12. Any amendment of the project plan without the 
approval of the Central Government or detection 
in future, or failure on the part of the applicant to 
disclose any material fact, will invalidate the ap¬ 
proval of the Industrial Park. 

(Notification No. 255/2006/F. No. 178/64/2(X)6-ITA-I| 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 

12 RHdHf 2006 

( 3t|i|cbt ) 

^JT.3JT. 3769.3TTOT 3Tfatof, 1961 (1961 
43) (toto^FI ^ frRI 80^ 

T9-frRT (4) 4 (iii) URT VKcd S>Wh 

to to 3 1 3Tifo, 1997 ^ tot 

31 to 2002 4\ trtri to ^ 3to 4 to im qfa. 

3H. 193(3T) f4\4 30 to 1999 tofcmT 1 3to, 1997 

R ^ cTOT 31 to 2006 4\ WR1 3R?fa 4 to. TOfT 

^T.sn. 354(31) 4 ■srftTT vnrRf toto to tom 

tocrm (storfto to to toto torn) 4 \ 

sra toto* to 4 \ to ftoi to toRjto ^ ^ ; 

to ■srtoi tor?? str. 28 (^<H! 

R. 2 1 ), to to toto, hereto, tori- 60C015 F. 184-187, 
3ftt to, Mm toz, toil 4 ^ toftfto to tom 

to wto to 3 4 r 

utoto tor to to 4 srto totoi \*«i tom 

4 l^to 26-07-2006 4 tfS V. 15/66/2005 - to 4' (3 m 4 
4 3Ftol '333 tonto to fto t ; 
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RfafaRR^t tot 80 ^ rrto 

(4) ^ Rfe (iii) SIR TO flfatMf TO RRfr TO^ TO! 
R^TOR y,a\SKi <s«kj (as (iii) ^ 3?ls<iif , i<*> RR> ^ 

R RR «£. ?R{ cT«TT 

srjtftfd rr sraifdri fan* rt # 3RTO rA RfaRfro 
tost! I •,„ — 

3PpW 

1*RTR M,ci ^ fr? fRR Rt RRd Rv+>K A 37R. TO -VdTdA^tl, 
A-l? SIR 4!^ TOf Rfc5d PtiM, '*)|A A$J TOiprfR^ KH 

front 1 

I. (i) 3?IWlPl* TO TOT : fortf TO TO. fTOeARR , 

"AtoG* 1 

(ii) UWlfartWH : R. 184-187, TOTTR^, 

ftHficH RI3H, 
^TOf-600015 

(iii) sflfeilPi* Hi«fc TO : 35,956.04 TOf Rfo 

(iv) ywifad TOiAdicHiH 

T3?T 3TT# R^FTO ^ RUST to4*>W4 TO 7TORR 


tor. 

rto w$ Arot 

TO 7 75 - 

^ 8 89 892 

R 8 89 893 - 

R 8 89 894 - 


(v) sftWlfW 3 h4Pi ^ fRR yRlifqd 

3TF^fm m TOmfirem 


fTORR 


7TTO TOlR 
FT3t RlAfAR, 

m'btJMi fa+ra 
cT^TT TO^R^T 

TO*»erli^ Aqiv( 

TOTCfaR rf^TT WH 
«MWcWI TOIATOcTOI 

qi^n?i<rHl^ cT^rr 
tf^pRRf TTcf 3RR 
TORTO&ft 
toTOton 

: 90.01% 


(vi) q)R»|fj^efj Prli< IrofRd : 09.99% 

’jPr to srfcivid 


(vii) 3Flsi)P|ch Rfdi) TOt ywifad •HOMl : 

(viii) y^llfAd fdAtf (TrfTT 

WjAi) : 32.00 TOfe 


Ox) 3italPi=fc asAPi A> f?rTR fiffid 

WR R7 fq^9T (Tlt%T TOIR A) 

(x) ^cl^tHlcHob feTOW TO tTOfal 

ItorA aMfw TOFt ^ %ii 


: 19.5 0 TOTte 
; 30.00 toAr 


R1H TO IAAr At RifAd 

t (r% tot^ A) 

(xi) 3?lAlPi<*> RrafAf .TOR AA TOt : 2005 

ywifadftfa 


2. jTORt: sfeflpH ■'W.A TOTO^HLIrTOTR TO ^TTOT 

..; fRRR AtTOTOTl TORcT ^ 50% R <+>M BW I 
1 # 4 #Rrb -qi^f it 3#1 ^ fcTQ; Rfe 

RRr^ R T2RT ^ 

1#T °F)T HRd Rftdtera 3RRR^RI 9T 
. ^4 4R An HI cHiH'd 60% ^ RBI 6 MI] I 

3. TR^HT (TRW TT^FRfBd), ‘S^TPjfrl 

cT«R ^Trf 53RT tf^TR 

3V9KH T& f^mui/, : dld[^\dH SFR 

^ 3?i€j|R|ch t+il^cHIR F3 TlHi^ 4qAiM ^ 
Rro; t r fHwfm TTcj -g^i 11 

4. 1 7002' ^T ^T. m 354 (31) ^ 

tert? 6 # -3R ^RfRT (■©) R fnfe dlfd+.i RT 

TOR (2) R 3RtH ftsid R5T^ TTTO BRHf fTO 

#uiP!=p Ri^f qR-f?n); sMfn^ ^ 50% r 

3TRR7 fb<rH! RlRd RFl <=bi*R I |R 'yqMdlR RbAl 
3W1 ^FTnRI- R 3TfN^ W RS-TRI 
c&’SiR RR RiT^R'^ y^NH ^ Rd9, IRj’R) 3h< rl 1 1 RSR 
f f^R TORI'Rf V "•'' ' 

3TTTORF 37^RKR[', f3BR iTOft P[Ml RR^H RTB 
3IRRI RRcftR R^l4 «Rb -RRRI ^R RRR R^rrf RbRl 
«h.l , JH ^ 3RFTrI fom«L fRvRt Rlf^RR 11 ! 'SRI 
ReR^f R47I RRRI SjRfrTRI RRrftR RF Rr?, 

3T^RKR TOfRRT f, W\ R^RT R^f RRT R%RI3ff ^ 
3TJRR 3TRR R fcR^l RTRiTT I 

BR 3tRrjRRI ^ Rr l(vii) R RfRiR,^ TRsRI A" 
BTO4I ^ 3Mte RT^ R 3TRfRRT RF 3RRR t 
BR 3TfRfRRR ^ 3TRRfd RR cHTR RTRI BI R^k! i? I 

^RRf m BrcRSRER, TO? RR 37RfR ^ RRH 
-B^ratPfcF' RTRi R7T RRTRH TOt R#RT f^R 3 TrTr A‘ 
37TRRR 3jfafW?, 1961 Rft RTR 80 R R7 efTT RR- 
TO (4 ) ^ 73R (iii) ^ 3RrPfd eTTR feTR RtA t I 

RfS RRR 3^RlfRR? RTRf ^ 3TRR BlR R |R 
aifR^RRA r l(xi) R fdfe Mr r. rr r 
t 5RIRt HfcRR im t # RRTTO 3TfyfRRR , 1961 
RIR 80 R ^ RR tR-RTR 4 ( iii) ^ RdRd RTTR 
RTRT TOR ^ fcTR RkfifRRT RW TORI, 2002 RT 
3R% TO) R^RtSR TO TOR RRfRd BTRT I 

RBR^TOR a^R TBRT 3TR ^RR 37TT R. f'TORZR, 
R# fTOR RfdfTOH RTt 3#TO R fTO, RTO’ 
fRofcR btr, rIr 

(i) RrdFH RR fRRR7 3TITO RT TOS R7TO7 SIR 
R jRl^H RTO fTOT TO t, R TOR RTO/RRHI 
RTOT RrfdRR RWRRI RTOT R R R^ Ft I 
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(ii) W ^ affefw W ^ 37^fe# f 
fep£ fe( Sfgfcz feft 3RT W ^ HTR 
felT *RH f I 


10. totfsjR ^ (sfecf 

3W<u|%df ») zhjffiFF W ^1 -SRflcH 
3^^T feft ^ (3t«lfa 3ffifet W) 

^ BWklfe ^fel eft 3RFOT^clf 3?k sfeeft 

fe 3?ft felfet ^qg&q ^ 

#3 ^TTR Ufa ^ qT«r wi 


qferoq, sifefe qtffr sk q3*fa feFi, 
wr, qf feeft-11 ^ ^smTferr w *jfe 
^h’^ki ^ "Sjfel ^Tt i 
11. JZ StfejrRT Tf ‘dfelftsid W ^ ^-7TT«r 


W feR, 2002 TITfef ^T SPfTTO SZ 

3fer ^ ^fef fett TO? faq<£ fe; ^q 
feq ^ aqfeffcT unq' fe. to f i ^ rtto 
44<J«W ^rfe «fit W ^ qfet t fetf TO. 
■^wp<q, fell sMfire. TO fen, 2002 

■Jlcif 3W3T fq Slfe^TOJ «fft ffeft vft TO 3PfTIeI 

4 3R7to w 11 


12. TO RPTO ~£ 3pjqfe e£ fei yDi^ x^h q iron 
wTO ^ TOTO qfei ^TOuro 3iqgi 
feft zm n*q to 3 toTO ^tn toto 

<6^1, 3^Ig{lPf=h vi4i TO TOlq «hi TO? l 


[arfiqjT^tq. 256/2006/TOt 178/61/2005'TOTO-I] 


TOfTO, torTO^ 


New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3769. —Whereas the Central Government in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause (iii) of 
sub-section (4) of Section 80-IA of the Income-tax Act. 
1961 (43 of 1961 Hhereinafter referred to as the said Act), 
has framed and notified a scheme for industrial park, by the 
notifications of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Commerce and Industry (Department of Industrial Policy 
and Promotion) vide number S.O. 193(E), dated the 30th 
March, 1999, for the period beginning on the 1st day of 
April, 1997 and ending on the31st day of March, 2002 and 
vide number S.O, 354(E) dated the 1 st day of April, 2002, 
for the period beginning on the 1st day of. April, 1997 and 
ending on the 31 st day of March, 2006; 

And, whereas M/s. R. K. Investments, No. 28 (Old 
No. 21), De-Monte Colony, Aiwarpet, Chennai-600 018, is 
developing an Industrial Park, at No. 184-187; Anna Salai, 
Little Mount, Chennai-600 015; 

And whereas the Central Government has approved 
the said Industrial Park, vide Ministry of Commerce and 


Industry letter No. 15/66/2005-IP&1D dated 26-7-2006 sub¬ 
ject to the terms and conditions mentioned in the annexure 
to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (iii) of sub-section (4) of Section 80-IA of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby notifies the un¬ 
dertaking being developed and being maintained and op¬ 
erated by M/s. R.K. Investments, Chennai, as an industrial 
park for the purposes of the said clause (iii). 

ANM5XIJRE 

The terms and conditions on which the approval of 
the Government of India has been accorded for setting up 
of an industrial park by M/s. R.K. Investments,. Chennai. 

1. (i) Name of the Industrial 


Undertaking, 

R.K. Investments 

(ii) Proposed location 

No. 184-187, Anna 


Salai, Little Mount, 


Chennai-600015. 

(iii) Area of Industrial Park : 

(iv) Proposed activities 

35,956.04 Square Meters 

Nature of Industrial activity with NIC Code 

SI.No. NIC Code 

Description 

Sect- Divj- Group Class 
lion sion 


A 7 75 - - Communication Ser¬ 

vices 

B 8 v 89 892 - Date processing, 

; software develop¬ 

ment and computer 
consultancy ser¬ 
vices 

C 8 89 893 - Business and 

management 

consultancy 

activities 


D 8 89 894 - Architectural and 

engineering and 
other technical 
consultancy activi¬ 
ties : 


(v) Percentage of allocable area 
earmarked for industrial use : 90.01 % 

(vi) Percentage of allocable 
area earmarked for com- 

• - mercial use ; : 09.99% 

(vii) Minimum number of in¬ 
dustrial units : 8 Units 
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(viii) Total investments pro¬ 
posed (Amount in 
Rupees) 

(ix) Investment on built up 
space for Industrial use 
(Amount in Rupees). 

(x) Investment on Infra¬ 
structure Development 
including investment on 
built up space for industrial 
use (Amount in Rupees) 

(xi) Proposed date of commence¬ 
ment of the Industrial Park 


32.00Crore 


1 9.50 Crore 


30.00 Crore 
December, 2005 


2 The minimum investment on infrastructure develop¬ 
ment in an Industrial Park shall not be less than 50% 
of the total project cost. In the case of an Industrial 
Park which provides built-up space for industrial use, 
the minimum expenditure on infrastructure develop¬ 
ment including cost of construction of industrial 
space, shall not be less than 60% of the total project 
cost. 


3. Infrastructure development shall include, roads 
(including approach roads), water supply and 
sewerage, common effluent treatment facility, 
telecomnetwork, generation and distribution of 
power, air-conditioning and such other facilities as 
are for common use for industrial activity which are 
identifiable and are provided on commercial terms. 

4. No single unit referred to in column (2) of the Table 
given in sub-paragraph (b). of paragraph 6 of S.O. 
354(E) dated the 1 st April, 2002, shall occupy more 
than fifty percent of the allocable industrial area of 
an Industrial Park. For this purpose a unit means any 
separate and distinct entity for the purpose of one 
and more state or Central tax laws. 

5. Necessary approvals, including that for foreign 
direct investment or non-resident Indian investment 
by the Foreign Investment Promotion Board or 
Reserve Bank of India or any authority specified un¬ 
der any law for the time being in force, shall be taken 
separately as per the policy and procedures in force. 

6. The tax benefits under the Act can be availed of 
only after the number of units indicated in Para I (vii) 
of this Notification, are located in the Industrial Park. 

7. M/s. R.K. Investments, Chennai, shall continue to 
operate the Industrial Park during the period in which 
the benefits under clause (iii) of sub-section (4) of 
Section 801A of the Income-tax Act, 1961 are to be 
availed. 


8 . In case the commencement of the Industrial Park is 
delayed by more than one year from the date indi¬ 
cated in Para 1 (xi) of this notification, fresh approval 


will be required under the Industrial Park Scheme, 
2002, for availing benefits under sub-section 4(iii) of 
Section 801A of the Income Tax Act, 1961. 

9. The approval will be invalid and M/s. R.K. Invest¬ 
ments, Chennai, shall be solely responsible for any 
repercussions of such invalidity, if 

(i) the application on the basis of which the 
approval is accorded by the Central Gov¬ 
ernment contains wrong information/mis¬ 
information or some material information has 
not been provided in it. 

(ii) it is for the location of the industrial park 
for which approval has already been 
accorded in the name of another undertak¬ 
ing. 

10. In case M/s. R.K. Investments, Chennai, trans¬ 
fers the operation and maintenance of the indus¬ 
trial park (i.e., transferor undertaking) to another 
undertaking (i.e. the transferee undertaking), the 
transferor and transferee shall jointly intimate to 
the Entrepreneurial Assistance Unit of the Secre¬ 
tariat for Industrial Assistance, Department of 
Industrial Policy and Promotion, Udyog Bhawan, 
New Delhi-11 along w ith a copy of the agreement 
executed between the transferor and transferee 
undertaking for the aforesaid transfer. 

11. The conditions mentioned in this notification as 
well as those included in the Industrial Park 
Scheme, 2002 should be adhered to during the 
period for which benefits under this scheme are 
to be availed. The Central Government may with¬ 
draw the above approval in case M/s. R.K. In¬ 
vestments, Chennai, fails to comply with any of 
the conditions. 

12. Any amendment of the project plan without the 
approval of the Central Government or detection 
in future, or failure on the part of the applicant to 
disclose any material fact, will invalidate the ap¬ 
proval of the industrial park. 

[Notification No. 256/2006/F. No. 178/61 /2005 ITA-I] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 
12 tWSTC, 2006 

( 3ITKFT) 

W.3IT. 3770.-^r% 1961 (1961 

K 43) (TO STPj SlfafWT ^ 7 8 PTT ?) K *IRT 
80 F 3f> (4) ^ ^ (iii) SRI Kerf TjfafPTI qRT 

#1 ftr ) MR R 1 3T0crT, 1997 7T cT^TT 

3 1 , 2002 K ^ frR K. 

3TT. 193 (3T) 30 1999 ^ 1 

1997 ^^ R£fT 31 Pm, 2006 RRITRi ^ 

RRsRf %T.'5h. 354 (3?) ‘RRrl ’RlfTfK 3fR 
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zsfa (aftetPw afk Pwm) qp a*fa 
^Ri^rf irt 3pstfqqr W qp qfaRi f^rfiTcf afk ajprcjfqd 

qPt; 

afp qrafo -fortf qd q^ zt ^IPyzt-qsqt^W fk 

P>W*l qWIdjd qqqfaq *Jdd, ^pz 3, ^rfq>l, ^ q?f, 
^Tftq; fazt,-Wf; t^M^-500081 Pit,xdTZU 9,^T?t^ 
fazt, ■Rmrj* Tim, ^tpfkrc wt ^fiPFrAfPzt, w t^st 
fddT 3}RJ ’SP&I-500081 Pi q«F aftsitfqqr W qp 

Pqq>ia wi m t; 

afp qi^ TfWR P fq arftrcjm qt zpjqq P 
aPrdPaa Pi^h afp ddT qt 3?qpT qiPn^q d$TT <jsiPi nPidq 
<£pRT^ 31-12-2004 <£qqp. 15/16/04; m Pt 3T^^t 
^ 3Rpfd Z3d 3lW J l<F -q|^ SFfpfpd t^RTT t ; 

wfkq, sra, zqq arfqpm qp qpr 80 ^ ^ qp zq- 

qPT (4) cp Tsfe (iii) ETC! 3m qrfqdqf qq qpPf q^P ^ 
^ m^TR TTc^RT Zqd (iii) «£ yql^Hi^ 3p<y)Piq7 

qiqt ^ ?r P Pqp t^t tttt^ zt ^tfacLVqpqP^m fk 
i«NI4 BRI Pqq>ffld Z8TT 3FJP$fcT qq yqiPdd fqq ^T T# 
Z3d W? qP arf*Rjfqd qRcft i t 

Pl^H qq 5/1 ^ Pdd R1 ^IKd /H< c hf< P qci q, u ^ zt 

sViPfiaVi^^w fk t^iRK sri a^iitPi4> qiqt qp qfed 
fqji< ^ i?q 3^)<R )wi ^ l 

1 . (i) 3?rdtPl+ 3W qn ZH : qR q^ zt 

(i) ytdifad R«TR : ^dfe P. 9, ei$^q> Pual, 

Riqf^* iirt tflRfk.H 9ed1 
^PrfpAfdk, kn P^st 
PddT, fqTRnq, 3TPq 
Tl^T-500 081 

(iii) atypiop W qn tef: 6.05 pq^> 

(iv) ywiPdd ^14^119 


qd 3fl^ pt P%dT ^ ^TT«T aMfq^-, ofrpfefN ^T -^HFR 


IF.^T. 

qq anf "Ft yp^di 

PdcRui 

ar^FR 

qqrn ^ft 


8 

89 892 

^tzt qt^tP^q 



WFZ^R Pd 'dTO 



dMT qr^ZT 



qpTc^tt pqrq 

3sf 8 

89 894 

d«q 



^sftpFRt qq 3^ 



cRRtqrt dPTdtPP 



+ladl'd 14 

^§r 8 

89 895 

d«hdl<Fl qP^PT qq 



fq^ctq^l pRTp 


(v) 

3p?rtpT^ zqqtq ^ tdq q^dit^d 

: 90% 


anqzdtq qn qpp?Td 


(vi) 

qrPnt^qqj zqqtq ^ fPr^ PrqfPd 

: 10% 


^fq^rqpRTd 


(vii) 

aA^itPi'tJ ^Jpzt qft ^dcrq ^'< 2^1 

: 20’^jfqp 

(viii) 

y-Kllfqd djd Pi^5fi (<iPfi 



i?qq ^f) 

: 125.16qpf^ 

(ix) 

aA^npR) zqqpr ^ fPrq PrPrd 

t 54.90 qpfe 


wr m Pm (qfd d?q Pf) 

; 99.38 qrp^ 

(x) 

amqqFTRRj fmiF q^ PiA^i 


fqqp 3p?jtfqq> zqqtq ^ tPiq 



PifPd w fq^i qtdiPiR t 



(qfd w Pf) 


(xi) 

aflttpFF HI*6 ^f> 3TRq ^tP qft 

: qd 13M 


ywipldplp®! 

aFRd, 2004 


■«RT7T 1T3- 
1 fw^u, 2005 


2. %at aMta ^f afoRRxHi tr 

fid5/1 <^d hR^I'jhi dMlci ^ 50% ^ '4> 1 R ZFt $\*u I 
^ aftalto W ^ afmrf^ aMdto ^ tc^f^ra 
R«fel KH °fRdT 't, ^ HiHct Tf alt^Pl^ R«lrf ^ 
■PtrW "^t ctfrt Tlf?d fq=hj^H a^p^fi ■qr ^cih 
< 2t4 9ftqt5RT dMId ^ 60% ^ =6^ 'd^t ^pTI I 

3. RRddT fcidim "A" W5<*> (Rrcqd) RTSd> TTf^d), ^dl^ld 
Z8TT U\4\*\, T$m ^ ^tt^Td ^fd^fT ^fd^TM ^Zddt, 
fd^d ZcdT^d TJc}' Pdd'^l, dldl^d-rdd d«d pqt 5R1 

^it afteirP'icfc dFRferrq ^rqr^i 
i t ^t ctf*z ^r ^ 

ti 

4. 1 a^d, 2002 ^T. an. 354 (3?) e£ 

A<rarq5 6 ^ zq ArniPF c®) q tzte diPddn ^ 
^Tdd (2) q aPrdRsld T^Fd f^RTt 
afniffe W ^ Idq fro afratfw qn 50% ^ 
3lf%^ t%TRI qiftd dft d^ff I m«f f^ft 
^i W] 3Tmq- ?{\ -$ 3^fq^ Rpq 3??M 

qp^tq qp qmp ^ st^rr q> Prtu. Pf^i areFT z^n 
f«R qpqzt ^r t i 

5. awqch 31^4 khT, f^RF fqqdt Pm ^ 
3d«rsn FKcfR pRTd tdT 31«rqi ZP THTF "ST^rd t^pft 
qnpjz ^ 3tcFfd Prfzf^z Iqptt qiP^m ^ri tqq?ft 
Tim Pm a?£Ri aiPndi'Hi qim Pm ^ idq 
ai^HKd ?TTp3d i, ^[ 5T^?d RtPt d^TT q%qiaff ^ 
ai^TR am ^r fm i 
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of 196 ] > (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), has framed 


6. 3Tf*77£ERT ^ kl 1 (vii) $ fakfe TPsRT k 

RTk ^ 379R*7cf k 3RRW ft 

fp srfafkw k rtr rtri ft 11 

7. k7rf rr tTTrg- -j) 1%. IIrtrk 

3^f«| k ^RR akjtfRRT Rcff ^ TOcR rt^ 

T#n km 3T^fM 3#ifk?R, i96i ^t mi 

80 F RT kt ^7*7TR (4) k 73^ (iii) <£ 3Rpfc 

RTR fRR RFf f I 

8. RlR sfifrtfh^ RTk k 37RR ^ R’ f*T 

atfircpn <£kr i (xi) 

^rtr ftm f ft sfmn; 3krfkm, 1961 kt 
m 80fT RT RTf ^7 RTR 4 (iii) k SRPfa ^ 

477 k fRTT sfl^Pl'et) RR? R^RT, 2002 k 3Rkl 
RRT 37^tfT RTWR^RT 3?R%R ikl I 

9. W 3^HKH 3*1*7 T^TT 3fR 'fef RR RW fi 

fR. iktMK ^Fft %Rt RfclfRRI 
RTl 37^*TRT Rt fRtr *RR fsn^fTC fPTT, Rft 

(i) 37T^fT RR f^ra# 3RRR RT ^ RRR* £TR 
STjRKi y<tli fclRT 7 1’Ml 7?, ttf MRct 7JRR1/RJRRT 
3TRRT RlkRR R«RRRF 7JRRT T ft Tf ft I 

(ii) ff ^3RR 4-ytpr+ Rlk RT[ 3IRft*7k % f 
f^l■H c +> hfQ, 37 ^h! m f<+iEfl 3RR 34$hH R} ifH 
W Wet ft RRR fR7RT RRT t I 

10. ftf k*tf RRR^^ ^Rfel-M,7R^W fR., k<14K 
(3787fT3RTWRf^WO sMfRRTRTR^RRRRIRR 
3k 3737^01 %77t^Rf^W7 ( 37Xft337clfcTt^W7) 
fit f wfdRd r^tt ft 37 'dOJichdf 3 k 3 rM 3T^Jcw 
fTfRTh k fRf 3 RI u 1RR1 3?R SRftft 44M k 
ftf tknfff <mk Rft Rk k BTf skitkf wtrctt 

RfRRTRR, 37tfftfhf7 ilk 3k TTfsfi tffR, 3?ii*l 

mi, ff fferft-n fft wiffT 

773 c W ^ Tjffd fittt I 

11. fP 3#7TRR! R 3ke4Rslcl fTett ^ RT«7-RT«7 3tt^'lPlf> 
Riff Tfftf, 2002 TrffR "3f fTcff ff R^qrelf 7RT 
37ftf ^ <kti tflfl fRT flfff fvjfTlf) feTQ, f77 
Tfftf ^ 3('a4d RTf yim Pf h, fR't' I fvf TRfIR 
3M^«W 'ST^HIi.i fit ft477 et Ttfctl ‘t' kt4 fR fTf 
3t fRftfM-tT^fTR % tfTNTf aknfhfl Riff 
TfftR, 2002 3 Rctf 378?fi fR 37ff7JRR fit 
fWt ft R7f ^ 373RIRT ^ 3THRTR TffT f I 

12. RRRT ft 3734t<H ^ fklT fNtfZ RTR 4' tflfT 
RfT fft^ ft RRt*R 37ffT ftf^7 ^ RfT RRT7 37ffl 
tfift ^tf f£f ff 34WlcH flk ^ 3?kffl ff 37RRIR 
Tffi , aknkfi Riff ^ 373 ftf 4 fn 37cif rri kn i 

[3k77JffTR. 259/2006AR.R. 178/3l/2005-37T.fr.ff.-I] 

7lMf fk 3TR7 ypff 

New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 3770.—Whereas the Central Government in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause(iii) of sub¬ 
section^) of Section 80-IA of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 


and notified a scheme for industrial park, by the 
notifications of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Commerce and Industry (Department of Industrial Policy 
and Promotion) vide number S.O. 193(E), dated the 30th 
March, 1999, for the period beginning on the 1st day of 
April, 1997 and ending on the 31 st day of March, 2002 and 
vide number S.O. 354(E) dated the 1st day of April, 2002, 
for the period beginning on the 1st day of April, ! 997 and 
ending on the 31 st day of March, 2006; 

And whereas M/s. L & T Infocity-Ascendas Limited, 
having registered office at Ground Floor, Unit. 3, Block-1, 
Cyber Pearl, HITEC City, Madhopur, Hyderabad-500 081, 
is developing an Industrial Park at Plot No. 9, Hitec City, 
Madhapur Village, Serilingam Palli Municipality, Ranga 
Reddy District, Hyderabad, Andhra Pradesh-500 081; 

And whereas the Central Government has approved 
the said Industrial Park vide Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry letter No. 15/16/04-IP &ID dated 31-12-2004 
subject to the terms and conditions mentioned in the 
annexure to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (iii) of sub-section (4) of Section 80-IA of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby notifies the 
undertaking, being developed and being maintained and 
operated by M/s. L&T Infocity-Ascendas Limited, 
Hyderabad, as an industrial park for the purposes of the 
said clause (iii). 

ANNEXURE 

The terms and conditions on which the approval of 
the Government of India has been accorded for setting up 
of an industrial park by M/s. L&T Infocity-Ascendas. 
Limited, Hyderabad. 

1. (i) Name of the Industrial : L&T Infocity-Ascendas 
undertaking, Limited 

(ii) Proposed location : Plot No. 9, Hitec City, 

Madhapur Village, 
Serilingam Palli Munici¬ 
pality, Ranga Reddy Dis¬ 
trict, Hyderabad, Ajidhra 
Pradesh-500081 

(iii) Area of Industrial Park ; 6.05 acres 

(iv) Proposed activities: 


Nature of Industrial activity with NIC code 


Sl.No. 

Sect¬ 

ion 

NIC Code 

Divj- Group Class 
sion 

Description 

A 8 

89 

892 

Data processing, 
software develop¬ 
ment and computer 
consultancy ser¬ 
vices 

B 8 

89 

897 

Architectural and 
engineering and 
other technical 
consultancy activi¬ 
ties. 

C 8 

89 

895 - 

Technical testing 
and analysis ser¬ 
vices 
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(v) Percentage of allocable area f . 

earmarked for Industrial use : 90% 

(vi) Percentage of allocable area 
earmarked for commercial use 10% 

(vii) Minimum number of Industrial 

units : 20Units 

(viii) Total investments proposed: 

(Amount in Rupees) : 125.16 crores 

(ix) Investment on built up space: 
for Industrial use (Amount in 

Rupees) : 54.90 crores 

(x) Investment on Infrastructure 
Development including invest- : 
ment on built up space for In¬ 
dustrial use (Amount in Rupees) : 99.38 crores 

(xi) Proposed date of commence¬ 
ment of the Industrial Park : Phase 1 A - 1st 

August, '2004 
Phase 1 B-lst 
September, 
2005. 

2 The minimum investment on infrastructure 
development in an Industrial Park shall not be 
less than 50% of the total project cost. Iri the case 
of an Industrial Park which provides built-up 
space for industrial use, die minimum expenditure 
on infrastructure development including cost of 
construction of industrial space, Shall not be less 
than 60% of the total project cost. 

3. Infrastructure development shall intrude, roads 
(including approach roads), water supply and 
sewerage, common effluent treatment facility, 
telecom-network, generation and distribution of 
power, air-conditioning and such other facilities 
as are for common use for industrial activity which 
are identifiable and are provided on commercial 
terms. 

4. No single unit referred to in column (2) of the 
Table given in sub-paragraph (b) of paragraph 6 
of S.O. 354(E), dated the 1st April, 2002, shall 
occupy more than fifty per cent of the allocable 
industrial area of an Industrial •Partf'For this 
purpose a unit means any separate and distinct 
entity for the purpose of one and more State or 
Central tax laws. 

5. Necessary approvals, including that for foreign 
direct investment or non-resident Indian 
investment by the Foreign Investment Promotion 
Board or Reserve Bank of India or any authority 
specified under any law for the time being in force, 
shall be taken separately as per the policy and 
procedures in force. *. ; 

6. The fax benefits under the Act can be availed of 
only after the number of units indicated in 


Para 1 (vii) of difi^f^fication, are located in the 
Industrial,Park*.;, ffr 

7. M/s. L&T Infocity-Ascendas Limited, Hyderabad*, 

, shall continue to operate the Industrial Park during 
the period in which the benefits upder clause (iii^ 
of Sub-section (4) of Section 8?>IA of the Income- 

*' tax Act, 196 f are to be availed. f ; 

"8. In case the commencement of the Industrial ^ark 
s is delayed by more than one year from the date 
: indicated in Para l (xi) of this notification, fresh 
approved wil 1 be required uhder the Industrial Park 
Scheme, 2002,.for availing benefits under 
Sub-section 4(iii) of Section 80IA of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

9. The approval will be invalid and M/s. L&T 
Infocity-Ascendas Limited, Hyderabad, shall be 
solely responsible for any repercussions of such 
invalidity, if 

(i) , the application on the basis of which the approval 

is accorded by the Central Government contains* 
wrong informatjon/misinformation or some 
material information lias not been provided in it. 

(ii) - itri for the legation of the Industrial Park for which 

V approval has already been accorded in the name 7 

of another undertaking. . 

10. Incase M/s; L&T Infoeity^Ascendas Limited, 
Hyderabad, trarafersjhs operation. and maintenance 
of thelndustrialParic (i.e., transferor undertaking) to 

- - another undertaking (i:e., the transferee undertaking), 
the transferor and transferee shall jointly intimate to 
the Entrepreneurial Assistance Unit of the Secretariat 
for Industrial Assistance, Department of Industrial 
Policy and Promotion, Udyog Bfrawan, New 
Delhi-11 along with a copy of the agreement 
executed between the transferor and transferee 
undertaking for the aforesaid transfer. 

11. The conditions mentioned in this notification as 
well as those included in the Industrial Park 
Scheme, 2002 should be adhered to during the 
period for which benefits under this scheme are 
to be availed. The Central'Government may 
withdraw the above approval in case M/s. L&T 
Infocity-Ascendas Limited, Hyderabad, fails to 
comply with any of the conditions. 

12 Any amendment of the project plan without the 
approval of the Central Government or detection 
in future, or failure on the part of the applicant to 
disclose any material fact, will invalidate the 
approval of the Industrial Park. 

[Notification No. 259/2006/F. No. 178/31/2005-JTA-I1 

DEEPAK G ARG, Under Secy. 


2807 Gt/06—4 
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l2ftlTO,2006 

ML ML 8771,-aWfa *mt 3lfoft*l, 1961 < 1961 
m 43) (*rsf 3irt im arfftftw to *wt ft) Hi vro so 
|W^t T 9 -t|Rr( 4 )^Bff (iiOTOTOlflftOTfRrtOTfo 
*?ft 55, fttei mm ft i aifci, 1997 ft W ^ to 
31 2002 *ft ^ ^i?ft awfM ^ ftrt 4terr «l 

sn. 193 (*), tem 30 mft, 1999 ^ ^ftniwr i trim, 
l997ftp*ft*TO3l 

mm m. an. 354(31) ftt ftfo* ftiw mm, item aft* 

arift ftainq (aJlftif*!* fttfa aft* fa*iT»T) 4ft arfvqpiatf 
SKI afttftPw 4 ! 4 » 4 ft ftflfa aft* 3 lfiHjPw ftft ft; 

aft* imfa ft**ft ftsr*m ft**#*, 34, in, w 
Rifts Rri, ftrftft, ^j-411020 sft ftl 411ft aft* 415 1/5, 
34, artN in, sra? Rifts *mf, ftNrft, 5ft ft 5* aftftjfty 
RT4» RJI fa<hi^ 4>* TFT ft; 

aft* *!4fa S*4»l* ft TR arfftpFH R* 3*54*1 ft 

aftsftsra Pm aft* snf r» an^Jhi RifasR *r«n aiftn ftsnsR 
^ ^lf? 11 -04-2005 ^ RR ft. 15/39/04-3n< ft) ft* 3»ft ft) 
^ M=??*fcr sm aftftrfto W aiyftfea ffc*n ft; 

5*lfS5, SIR, 344 arfftfftlR 4ft 41*1 80 * V ftft 
Tn-*im(4) 

4f(4»k ^<(51(1 344 W* (iii)4> 9«frlH|tf aftlftPlRi RI4> 

4> 40* ft ft&ft ft*rcm 5ft 51*1 fftRrtftn n*n a?j*ftjra 

44 a^ra 1^. -arr tr ft 1 

MU* 

7444 R4* Rift ftR R* 41*4 «<4>k ft ft***? 

?s^5!, 5 ft m aftftrfro Rift nfert *3 ar^ftpR 

f^n fti 

I. (i) 3TOir*l« 3R4iR/58T 4!R : ftRSR (^ft 3|ft 

ft).R!4») 

(u) RSlrfaRWR : *ftft 4lft)aft*4i 41/5, 

34, art*? in, *tt3t tnfta 

Rift, 

(iii) aftfttfrasRiftRnftRffiS: ioi884ftftfc*(5ftft*) 

(iv) a^iiPam <fci44>cit9 : 


p 4 ft ^ in*? afnsrPw »i 4 »him to-tori 

W.V. 3 TT? 4 ft T$m 

tararo 

3 T 3 «Trn avm 4 rp ^uft 


12 345 

6 

4 ? 4 — — — 

f^ 3 Rft,ft 41 sftl 
apft 


I 2 3 4 $ 6 

« 7 75 - itmlmi 

il 8 89 892 — 

HNlftRi 

ftWSWTO 

-A-^ 

wUh 

3J 8 89 893 — 

mtem 

T 8 89 894 « *4R^T^n«n 

4>r <f4 ?R W 

^ 8 89 895 — 

ftWrteui 

(v) a^dPwTOii*i^ftn(PiHlPn 

; 92H 


(vi) «npiifi44» 494V1 ^ ftn( 
ftnfftn 5P1 m Ifam t 8H 


(vii) 


^piPMten 

305 ft* 

(viii) TOnftw frftrr 


(Ttffc mri ft) : 

31.50 TEft^ 

(ix) allalPWv ynftn * fan 


ftfftn wh ar Pfftft 


(Tlftl-TOft*) : 

20^rftT 

(X) 3Wft<44TfM4» 


m Pim faaft afmrffty 






t (4ifrf m ^') : 

29 ^ 


(xi) ^iiiPi4» W ^ mM 

TH 4ft URTlpRT filfM : 31-3-2006 


2. faRft aftroPw; Riaf * snm&K tora m ^r?w 

Pm mNi^h i mm i; 50% ^ m ^i #n 1 ^ 
aftn i Pw ^ ^rt aftti l P i » wfrr ^ 1 ^ f^r 3 PfR 
wm t, ^ ^1*1^ R 3jhatf*T4r wi ^ fwH ^r*} mm 
*ft?i ftwm awftro m nMw ^tfict 

^ 60% « m ^ ?7nt 1 

3. #.^P(l ftUhra 

n«rr #^si, aiH ttHr gfNr, ^4>, f^fp 
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WKnldlTO i faTO 23, 2006/WtftH 1, 1928 


TOW vt faTO, IW^n TO WR ^ 
4i il Pw Hufa wi M lg w i MHi ndl» iitftnHii(faftiw 
\fa*1hiMli^i^i#i 

4t Nf 1 win, 2002 ift 151 80. 334 (W) it 

loro 6 ^ h hm («) * wftwi it 8 rhi(2) 

< YftaftM iW to* nn< fWt «hW*wf mf iMfcq 
tow «Nl*ro$i in so* wBwr ftawi nftn ifl uWh 
H tWt wnj wr wTfm ^ iri^ wMf wi 

win m wpp ^ wifoR it ftn fa*l wwn in 

faww*wM ti 

5 , wnm w ji l uT fiNT ftfoft ftfrn *Mi itf 
win irofti tard ♦* win iw ww npr fhrcft wfji 
^ iftpfl thfaf^v faaft irfMww ?rt fhrtrft im fad?r 
wm w ftircft irofti Wn ^ fa* wyrtw pnfro I, 
nt ’ftfa i«rt ifaiiwf it wpR wwi 3 fait 
TOni 

6 , |l wfaqwi^fci i(vii) 4 ftMteifa «4 
imfif ^ sfhdfhw W $ w i faw ift ^ TOinft in 
wfafwi i» wipfn vc mi wn ft wwit ft 

7. fad fr wi WK iw wifi it 

mf wi tor n(t xtfnr fata wifa $ win* wfaftw, 
I9$i i& im go w h i& w-iro (4) ^ ^v (ill> ^ 
wirti ww fan hi* ti 

8 , if* in <ritilP i » mf ^ wtti 
wH^rn i (xi) *f fhfifafhfa^wrid ^tot 
faww itir I # wthr wfafwi, i96i itt vra go w h i»t 
win 4 (iii) ^ affadn wro to irc* ^faq afWltowm* 

^nn, 2002 ^ mfa hi w$dfai to uri wdftR wbnt 

9. if W3*ta wdi al( faitf Jfegtw, 
fa*ft ifflifeii nf wlim ^ fwn ftrritarc 

ftif, ift 

(i) wi^n1^i^wiiRiT^w^frawj9tii 
hr fan in t, ^fi »w ^ni/^m wnt wfim 
iwiw i i$ fti 

(u) if m sftritfro nit ift wifwf* i% I ftra^ 
wgifc! f*nsft wm hwi ^ in ^f if^ ft 
HR fan HI tl 

10. ife to frrcm ^rofa, yt (wifu wmwif 

inn) ^fhotfnn m» n tor all ar^wn fi^ft ^rt 
hwi < awt?i aljfeft hwi ) ift jwfaftd i^ii ik avmrmri 
&k iw i ftwi - ^ fan wiKonial air arfnfalt 

TOR ^ ^tl fawifal TO ll ffil ^ m ifim 


wunw, iwn uni am «w tim, wpi m, 
i| 1*wl* 11 towRwb w*Tiw ijfae Hn wi ^ ^qfaf 
wWi 

11. fwagNfHr^iftwfagfwi^ww-ww a l iMa^ 
ifa Hftw, 2002 * Jitim h iRif m a^qRR 3ianifi^ 
^Nr fan wm ufti fanit fan m nfti ^ amnfei m 
m fan nl li itn au4*u h^r an^ftn i»t m ^ 
TOft t fawl # ww iH$i t alhotfa* nit ntti, 2002 
H ftlfai wndf win n agflf^ii! il fa^ft «ft irf ^ a«^n5R 
fnm man li 

12. wm ^ ag^fai ^ fan itTO hir ^ 
fan m iftjhft IWh awn nfaa m w*ri awn 
tnan nanmr w hjw^ hr 1 win* nr awuR iri, 
alwrtHr W ^ aa^ftH nl aaln m *ni 

[a*fi^HITf257/2006mft 178/60^005-adI.n.faI] 

^1* l»f, 3RR wfal 

New Delhi, die 12th September, 2006 * 

OWmTAX) 

&O. 3771.—Whereat die Central Government in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause (iii) of Sub¬ 
section (4) Section 80-IAof die Income-tax Act. 1961 (43 
of 1961 (hereinWherrcfenedtoasdiesaid A0).bas framed 
and notified a scheme for Industrial Park, by the 
notifications of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Commerce and Industry (Department of Industrial Policy 
and Promotion) vide number S t O. 193(E). dated the 30th 
March, 1999. for the period beginning on the 1st day of 
April. l997andendingondie3lsidayof March. 2002 and 
vide number S.0.354 (E) dated the 1st day of April, 2002 
for the period beginning on the I st day of April, .1997 and 
ending on the 31st day of March, 2006; 

And whereas M/s. Vansum Industries, 34, Aundh 
Road. Bhau Patil Marg, Bopodi, Pune-411020, is developing 
an Industrial Park at S. No. 4IC & 41A 1/5, 34, Aundh 
Road. Bhau Patil Marg. Bopodi, Pune; 

And whereas die Central Government has approved 
the said Industrial Perk vide Ministry of Commerce and 
industry letter No. 15/39WM-IP& ID dated II-4-20GS subject 
to the terms and conditions mentioned in the mnexure to 
this wotificatidn; 

Now, therefore^ in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (Hi) of subsection (4) of Section 80-IA of the 
said Act, (he Centnyl Government hereby notifies the 
undertaking being developed and being maintained and 
operated by M/s. Vansum lndu*tries.Punc. as an Industrial 
Phrk for the purposes of the said clause (iii). 
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ANNEXURE'* - *** ./ 

The terms,and conditions on which the approval of 
the Government of India has been 4Ccordp<J for setting-up 
of ah Industfral Park by M/s. Vansum Industries, Pune. 

1. CO Name of the Industrial ; Vansum Industries 
" " ' undertaking ' ' • (Pune IT Park) 

(ii) Proposed 4 location : S. Nos. 41 C& 41A 

l/5,34AundhRoad, 

r j Bhau Patil Marg, 

. - Bqpodi, - 

Pune. . ■ 

(iii) Area of Industrial •: 10,188 Square Metres 

Park (Land Area) 

(iv) Proposed activities : , . s . ,, 


Nature of Industrial activity With NIC Code ' 

SI.No. 

Sec- 

NIC Code 

Divi- Group Class 

Description . 

■ - ' , f4 


tion 

sion 


A 

4 

— — — 

Electricity, Gas & 
Water 

B 

7 

75 — — 

*■ i-i 7 '\i \tf- m " ' 

Communication 

services 

C 

8 

89 ‘ 892 — 

Data Processing 
Software 




Development and 
Corriputer 
consultancy 
services 

D 


89. 893 — 

Business and 
management 
consultancy acti¬ 
vities 

E 

8 

89 894 — 

Architectural and 
engineering and 
other technical 
consultancy 
activities [ - 

F 

8 

89 895 — 

=r v 

Technical testing 
and analysis , 
services 


(v) Percentage of allocable 

area earmarked : 92% 

for industrial use 


(vi) Percentage of allocable 

area earmarked : 8% 

for commercial use 

(vii) Minimum number of — > 

industrial units : 30 Units 


(viii) Total investments pro¬ 
posed : 31.50crores 

(Amount in Rupees) 

(ix) Investment on buit- 

up space for Industrial : 20crores 
use (Amount in Rupees) 

(x) investment oh Infira- 

, ^structure Development : 29crores 
including investment on 
built up space for 
' industrial use 
- ■* (Amount in Rupees) 

(xi) Proposed date of 

..... commencement of the : 31-3-2006 

Industrial Park 

* c?.** W “■ 

2. The minimum investment on infrastructure 
development in an Industrial Park shall not be less than 
50% o ? fthe total project Cost. In the case of an Industrial 
Park which provides built-up space for industrial use, 
the minimum expenditure on infrastructure development 
including cost of construction of industrial space, shall 
not be less-than 60% of the total project cost. 

3. Infrastructure development shall include, roads 
(including approach roads), water supply and sewerage, 
edmmon effluent treatment facility, telecom network, 
generation and distribution of power, air-conditioning 
and such other facilities as are for common use for 
industrial activity which are identifiable and are provided 
on commercial terms. 

4. No single unit referred to in column (2) of the 
Table given in sub-paragraph (b) of paragraph 6 of S.O. 
354(E) dated the 1st April, 2002, shall occupy more than 
fifty per cent of the allocable industrial area of an 
Industrial Park, For this purpose a unit means any 
separate and distinct entity for the purpose of one and 
more State or Central tax laws. 

5. Necessary approvals, including that for foreign 
direct investment or non-resident Indian investment by 
the foreign Investment Promotion Board or Reserve 
Bank of India or any authority specified under any law 
for the time being in force, shall be taken separately as 
per the policy and procedures in force, 

6. The tax benefits under the Act can be availed 
of only after the number of units indicated in Para I ( vii ) 
of this Notification, are located in the Industrial Park. 

■ -7. M/s. Vansum Industries, Pune, shall continue 
to operate the Industrial Park during the period in which 
the benefits under clause (iil) of Sub-section (4) of 
Section 80-1A of the Income-tax Act, 1961 are to be 
availed. 

8 In case the commencement of the Industrial Park 
is delayed by more than one year from the date indicated 
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aw saga scwaw Mcwa - st=jsc rrm ijnr^rr-jj ■ —: 

in Para 1 (xi> of thisnotification, fresh approval will be 
required under die Industrial Park Scheme, 2002, for 
availkif benefits under sub-section 4<iii) of Section 801A 
of the Income Tax Act, 1961. 

9. The approval will he invalid and M/s. Vansum 
Industries, Pune, shall be soley responsible for any 
repercussions of such invalidity, if: 

(i) the application on the basts of which the 
approval is accorded by the Central 
Government contains wrong information/ 
misarfotmahanorsome material information 
has not been provided in it 

(ii) it is fa the location of the industrial park for 
which approval has already been accorded in 
the name of another undertaking. 

10. In case M/s. Vansum Industries. Pune, transfer 
the operationand mmotesumce of &e industrial park 
(i.e., bats^erta’tjndertakii^) to aacsher undertaking <i.e.. 
the transfereeitnd^takt^h^he'im^BrQr and transferee 
shall jointly intimate to the Entrepreneurial Asaitance 
Unit of the Secretariat for Industrial Assistance. 
Department of Industrial Policy end Promotion, Udy og 
Bhawan, New Delhi-ll aieng with a copy of ihe 
agreement executed between the transferor and 
transferee undertaking for the aforesaid transfer. 

i 1. The conditions mentioned in this notification 
as well as those included in the industrial Park Scheme, 
2002 should be adhered to during die period for which 
benefits under this scheme arsto be availed. The Central 
Government may withdraw the above approval in cast 
M/s. Vansum Industr ics,Punc, fails to comply with any 
of the conditions. 

12. Any amendment of the project plan without 
the approval of the Central Government or detection in 
future, or failure on the part of the applicant to disclose 
any material fact, will invalidate the approval of the 
industrial park. 

(Notification No. 257/2G0MF. No, 178^(V2G054TA-I] 
DBEPAK GAUG.Under Secy. 

iwmm) 

m a*. smi 9$&m, 1961 < \%\ 

in 43 ) (w w*rsm ttf rf m mrm t) 

^ WTO (4) 4 W* (tli)gTO 

i99?#^Ff^W3i wl, 

* 1 .193 {«) 

wi, 1999#&!, \99i$yp1m 

wr 31 wi, 2006 ^ 3mrci awfb ^ ftp* m. an. 

354 (31) t ^ w wm, Tufa 


(atafrw Ibron) ^ grc 

aftwftrcr tos? ^ ifarar alft aqfkR^r ^ i; 

3fa, tmtfcz 

v?* TOrofcro 

*RR, TOrf, ^^-302005 i ; aMfrw ffa 

TO3? TOT ffcTOTO TOT W $; 

WFK 4 

dRwftw faror sfa mOt 4 'Stsfhr ttto 33rhr 

TOl^lftr 8-12-2005 4 ^%a 15/136/05-^ ^^3^^ 
4 aRi’fn *3roi Iroro t; 

aw, w ^ 80 *to to( 

TT-TOTT (4)l>3fS (iii)lTO IWfl wflflqTTOTTTOfrTOtft^, 
toctor tynsgro w to* (ni)4TrctTO^3?ro^ 

mtim fMfn2% ,^1^-302005 ^TO^wjftmusn 
T& grofm ftrq tot 4 w wro i 1 

Pm ?r? fsR x*m w&>k $ ^rsfWR^ 

fiftghia 

gro dhtiPm wtf hfe!t fiR ^ at^qh^r ro f^trti 

l.(i) a teftf iffi TiPl ^TRTO : 

tFT Vf^ R 

lTO^-302005 

(ii) swfftw wiR : ^ 

TRTWR 

(iti) 3?)|itp]W 11$ 20.27 V?FZ 

(iv) i(«!lfhd <674^^ 


xpmiih 



W 

V 2 3^3 — 


- 

ohl4v)>nq 


(v) aNiftw whi 4 f^: 



: 100 % 



( v^ ^ 


?fcrrrcf 

: ^ 
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(vii) to'Utfto to yTdifqd : 30 to 
(viii) y^fflfto qr?t ftol (TTf?T W 7 4 ) : 146.98 

(ix) toilfaq into qr toyftofff 

WH P (44? I : yjm 

( 71 % Trqii " 4 ”) 

(x) fqqm p fnto : 116.94 ms 

fto 4 

ftoff T*CTff P fatal 4t 

Tlfe t ( 71 % wi 4 ) 

(xi) totfto to -% 3pq to to : 31 - 3-2006 

Pfflfto ffffq 

z fqmt qiqf 4 3m4<qii tom qr 
Into qr<ri totorr di'id q 50 % 4 qm to ton 44 
tototo ■qj^f ^ toatfto toty q to toff mra w 
qTffl I?, qr *n(Bcri 4 to4t4iq 7£l<rl qr ftofal q>i4 to TPTff 
TrfFff tom 3torqqi qr to q?r qfmtor ffrmff 
qt 6 o% 4 qm tot' tor i 

3 . 7 ton tom 4 Tmq (Tito TTprr tor), 
*fdl# ff*TT 3ftqtor, ^j4ff 'Jld to*H ■yfcfqi, tofton Hcmq, 

fq^d pyrpr ^q tqmqi, qiffFjqryH ff*n ff 4 t % 

toil to qrtodN Timmi tom q fto t' to qftotoqr 

4 mtomm to ygqi t1 

4 . tofqr i tor, 2002 to qn. mr. 354 (37) q 
touiq> 6 qpTqtoiFF to) 4 toto ffifton q qray (2) 
4 TltoftsTd qr^ t(= 6 d pbTi? fq 4 t totofyq mqf q fto; 
fto toirto to qrr 50% 4 mtor tom tor tot' qto 1 
pi ytoqmto fqmt pto qn mmq yq q yq 4 to 4 q <1^ 
37 qqr toto qrr qmjn q ytom q to tost ^mm ff*n 
fTRqmrtoi 1 

e 5 . arm^qq m^yttot, Itom ftoto ftofyi 7f44n to4 
3?qqT torn ftto tor 3?qq 7m 7mm ppr tort qn^n q 
toto ftortto toft yrftomn sm ftoto ymy tom 3?smr 
srtomt qrnto tom % to a^stom qnfto t, tor pfri 
toff q«n yfqqrto q amn 4 f4q qrnmi 1 

6 . pr to to i(vii) 4 tonfto Ttoi 4 

T+to q tototor to -4' toto to ^ ffqrmr wt m 
37%toq m 3toff qr7 ffnq yim tot 1 1 

7. tof 7 mrT«TH to fsfto^ iq^qto 
I'tosto qnqfto (Vrfn^s qmj 7 ffrr 3 mfq qr 4 t 7 H ^ttmtfyqr 
to qrr yqiffm tot rnto to amfq 4 f ^mqrr totom, 
1961 to trm80-?mrtoffyiiT7T(4) ^^(iii) ^3tor 

to to ti 

8 . to ffffff totofto to ^ ton to 4 ’ in 
to 7 jqm^ 47 r 1 (xi) 4 f 4 toto 4 y^rto 4 mKT tom 


ton t fft 3imqr7 totom, 1 96 1 to mn so-'fiqr to uqqm 
4 (iii) q> 3ftoff Tnq wff qrm m %y stratfyqr Miqf tom, 
2002 qr toto mn ymr qmn sr^ftor ton 1 

9. q? ar^Rto to to tom 7iffT«7R to 
toftod iffctoz totoz qnqTtoH tofto 
Miq^<-302005 toft ftoft yffffton to 37^^711 % fto mm qt 
ftotom ton, to : 

(i) sntoiyqftotosnmrmtoTrmrR^mdTjton 
yqiff tton mn t> ( 4 4 idci Tjffffi/Tjffffi 3ismi qrfffqq 
cf?2Tqcqr TjmffT ff qt to 4r 1 

(ii) q? Tqff toil to to to rfftotor to i Tffto 

fto; 3E[Mto fqmt. qq Tmm toi 

4t yqiq fton qqi ^ 1 

10. to toto tomf nwr to toftomr tomrto 

ini^ ptoto fftofto tofto, ^^-302005 (mto 
3Effmrqto ffq^q) atonfnqr to qn ymrcm to ^^nn 
fqmt pr » (mto, twi) to qto 

ffi torffyqrfff to toM Ptomn m fto 3torqrfft 

3ft7 37fff7fft qqqq q torn ftonfqff qmr to yfq qf mq 
antofqqr 7TKrqffr Trfqqiffrq, tortfqqr toff to Tmto %qm, 
tom qqq, to Itoto. 11 to ff-smton 

qq 4 Tjfto qto 1 

13. prmftoqmqtorifeffqiritq'TiTq-Tnqqtoimqr 
to Tqfm, 2002 4 toto ^q to qn mq toq m 
tom, ftom qpn mtoy fqto fto; pi 7toq q 3ftoi cnq 
yrnr %y ti to Tmqm tor wm ^ 

mqrcft 14m4 Timwi to ftoeqd tocmto pto4s 
qrjqftoff ftomto, qrqjr 'Btotfnqr qrqf-Tqftq, 2002 4 ftom 
to mqqi pi mftomr to ftoft 4t ?Rf qr 4 

3mqmr T^ffi i 1 

12. to TRqp q ar^ton q Ito yfto 4 
fqqr qqi qfrf 4t 7%tqq qqq qttor 4 yq ^mm 37qq 
fqmt to ffm qn ^qr^n qm 4 rnito qn « tph, 
torfqq: to q qt toq qn to 1 

[ mftoHl 4 258/2006/qnm. 1 78/ 1 0/2006-3n.q.ft-l | 

tomr to, 3mr Trfqq 
New Delhi, the 12th September. 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3772.—Whereas, the Central Government in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause (iii) of sub^ 
section (4) of section 80-IA of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
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(43 of 1961) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), has 
framed and notified a scheme for industrial park, by the 
notifications of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Commerce and Industry (Department of Industrial 
Policy and Promotion) vide number S O. 193(E), dated the 
30th March, 1999, for the period beginning on the 1st day 
of April, 1997 and ending on the 31st day of March, 2002» 
and vide number S.O. 354 (E) dated die 1st day of April, 
2002 for the period beginning on the 1 st day of April, 

1997 and ending on the 31 st day of March, 2006. 

And whereas M/s. Rajasthan State Industrial 
Development & Investment Corporation Limited, having 
Registered Office at Udyog Bhawan, Tilak Marg, Jaipur- 
302005 is developing an Industrial Park at Industrial 
Area Chanderia (Extn.), District Chittorgarh, Rajasthan; 

And whereas the Central Government has approved 
the said Industrial Park vide Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry letter No. 15/136/05-IP& ID dated 08-12-2005 
subject to the terms and conditions mentioned in the 
annexure to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (iii) of sub-section (4) of Section 80-LA. of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby notifies the 
undertaking being developed and being maintained and 
operated by M/s. Rajasthan State Industrial Development 
& Investment Corporation Limited, Jaipur, as an industrial 
park for the purposes of the said clause (iii). 

ANNEXURE 

The terms and conditions on which the approval of 
the Government of India has been accorded for setting up 
of an industiral park by M/s. Rajasthan State Industrial 
Development & Investment Corporation Limited, Jaipur. 

1. (i) Name of the M/s Rajasthan State 

Industrial' Industrial Undertaking 

Development & 
Investment Corporation 
Limited. 

(ii) Proposed location : Industrial Area 

Chanderia (Extn.), 

District Chittorgarh, 
Rajasthan 


(iii) Area of Industrial : 20.27 acres 
Park 

(iv) Proposed activities : 


Nature of Industrial activity with NIC Code 


NIC Code 

Description 

Sl.No. Sec- 

Divjr- Group Class 


tion 

sion 


A 2 &3 

— — — 

Manufacturing 



activities 


(v) Percentage of allocable ; 100% 

area earmarked 

for industrial use 

(vi) Percentage of allocable 

area earmarked Nil 

for commercial use 

(vii) Minimum number of 30 Units 

industrial units 

(viii) Total investments 146.98 lakhs 

proposed (Amount in 
Rupees) 

(ix) Investment on buit up : Nil 

space for Industrial use 
(Amount in Rupees) 

(x) Investment on Infrastructure : 116.94 lakhs 
Development including 

investment on built up 
space for industrial use 
(Amount in Rupees) 

(k) Proposed date of : 31-3-2006 

commencement of the 
Industrial Park 

1 The minimum investment on infrastructure 
development in an Industrial Park shall not be less than 
50% of the total project cost. In the case of an Industrial 
Park which provides built-up space for industrial use, 
the minimum expenditure on infrastructure development 
including cost of construction of industrial space, shall 
not be less than 60% of the total project cost. 

3. Infrastructure development shall include, 
roads (including approach roads), water supply and 
sewerage, common effluent treatment facility, telecom 
network, generation and distribution of power, air- 
conditioning and such other facilities as are for common 
use for industrial activity which are identifiable and are 
provided on commercial terms. 

4. No single unit referred to in column (2) of the 
Table given in sub-paragraph (b) of paragraph 6 of S.O. 
354(E) dated the 1st April, 2002, shall occupy more than 
fifty per cent of the allocable industrial area of an 
Industrial Park. For this purpose a unit means any 
separate and distinct entity for the purpose of one and 
more State or Central tax laws. 

5. Necessary approvals, including that for foreign 
direct investment or non-reside*t Indian investment by 
the Foreign Investment Promotion Board or Reserve Bank 
of India or any authority specified under any law for the 
time being in force, shall be taken separately as per the 
policy and procedures in force. 

. 6. The tax benefits under the Act can be availed 
of only after the number of units indicated in 
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Paral 1 (vii)of this Notification, are located in the 
Industrial Park. 

7. M/s. Rajasthan State Industrial Development 
& Investment Corporation Limited, Jaipur, shall continue 
to operate the Industrial Park during the period in which 
the benefits under clause (Hi) of sub-section (4) of section 
80-IA of the Income-tax Act, 1961 are to be availed. 

8. In case the commencement of the Industrial 
Park is delayed by more than one year from the date 
indicated in Para 1 (xi) of this notification, fresh approval 
will be required under the Industrial Park Scheme, 2002, 
for availing benefits under sub-section 4(iti) of Section 
80-IA of the Income Tax Act, 1961. 

9. The approval will be invalid and M/s. 
Rajasthan State Industrial Development & Investment 
Corporation Limited , Jaipur, shall be solely responsible 
for any repercussions of such invalidity, if— 

(i) the application on the basis of which the 
approval is accorded by the Central 
Government contains wrong information/ 
misinformation or some material information 
has not been provided in it. 

(ii) it is for the location of the industrial park for 
which approval has already been accorded 
in the name of another undertaking. 

10. In case M/s. Rajasthan* State Industrial 
Development & Investment Corportion Limited, Jaipur 
transfers the operation and maintenance of the Industrial 
park (i.e., transferor undertaking) to another undertaking 
(i.e., the transferee undertaking), the transferor and 
transferee shall jointly intimate to the Entrepreneurial 
Assitance Unit of the Secretariat for Industrial 
Assistance, Department of Industrial Policy and 
Promotion, Udyog Bhawan, New Delhi-11 along with a 
copy of the agreement executed between the transferor 
and transferee undertaking for the aforesaid transfer. 

11. The conditions mentioned in this notification 
as well as those included in the Industrial Park Scheme, 
2002 should be adhered to during the period for which 
benefits under this scheme are to be availed. The Central 
Government may. withdraw the above approval in case 
M/s. Rajasthan State Industrial Development & Investment 
Corporation Limited, Jaipur fails to comply with any of the 
conditions. 

12. Any amendment of the project plan without 
the approval of the Central Government or detection in 
future, or failure on the part of the applicant to disclose 
any material fact, will invalidate the approval of the 
industrial park. 

[Notification No. 258/2006/F. No. I78/10/2006-ITA-I] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 


4$ toft, n ffeTO*, 2006 

V. 3773.—ift TOkttft # 

mw srfoqto tot tot ♦ % mm m mm 

pHWWftv - 1962 6 ^ TO 4fer 3H44R 

3lfato, 1961 4& TO 35 4&34-TO < 1) ^ TOT <ii) ^ 
wfaRTtf 1-4-2005* 31-3-2008 cT* tft 3to ^ 

3Rm PFIWraW ^RIT V 3w4 TTOT 44T W 

(i) 3#ra4 md 3 rp Hi4 $ 

to 3ran tori 

(ii) ^4#*to4$^totofl£to 
4f 3ppto TO! tot 4TT TfT 3?fitftd 

aqror fr i towT *£ #re 3 #srr 

#tto 344 T# to 

^ Nl ft W BR to 3 TT TO 34^44/3444* fttor 
(^3) 4^ 3TTTO fto# to # t^T=RT 
wte # 3wm to to stropr sttopn 
# tonr $ 90 to ^ mm, # # ^ $ 

WIMJ ft, '4T#T, f*t 3TT44R 

3##!44, 1961 4>t TO 35 #34-TO (I) ^ 

aton 3Tgto tot tor 44T h 

(hi) 3Pjto<T #134 34^44 % (iii) 4 dfra f Sffl 
TO W TO to ^ TO toff 4*taT4> 3 444 
44* SWr®W # #?T I 4 4»#T:- 

(4>) f###!34 gRT 3*3#^ ^ 4T4T 

4&4f 3tf to44 3?torfa4T44Tft, fato 
fan 4T44*4f TO 35 4>t 34-TO (1 > 4» TOS 

(ii) ^3?to4>M4iTTO! to^fto 1 ^ 

t I 

(31) f##‘ 4f ilHffurd tor 441 ft fa tor 44T 
°44 4 ?iiPi 4» 4t 1a4 # 4T I 

[3#?^44I# 260/2006/44. # 203/5/2006-34.to.-ll] 

tr.#f#, Mwft [344TO ft.-II] 

New Delhi, the 12th September, 2006 
(INCOMETAX) 

S.O> 3773.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organization The Eye Research 
Foundation, Chennai has been approved by the Central 
Government for the purpose of clause (ii) of sub-section 
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(1) of Section 35 of the Incomes tax Act, 1961, read with 
Rule 6 of the Income-tax Rules, 1962 for the period from 
1-4-2005 to 31-3-2008 under the category “Association** 
subject to the following conditions :— 

Ci) The approved organization shall maintaih 
separate accounts for its research activities. 

(ii) For each of the financial years for which 
this approval is being given, the approved 
organization shall submit a copy of its 
audited Income & Expenditure account in 
respect of the research activities for which 
it has been approved under sub-section (1) 
of Section 35 of I.T. Act, 1961 to the 
Commissioner of Income Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction, on or before the due date of 
filing of return of income orwithin 90 days 
from the date of this notification, whichever 
expires later. 

(iii) The approved organization shall also 
enclose with the Income & Expenditure 
account referred to in paragraph (ii) above, 
a certificate from the auditor:— 

(a) specifying the amount received by the 
organization for scientific research in 
respect of which the donors are eligible 
to claim deduction under clause (ii) of 
sub-section (1) of Section 35. 

(b) certifying that the expenditure incurred 
was for scientific research. 

[Notification No. 260/2006/F. No. 203/5/2006-rTA-II] 
RENU JAUHRI, Director (ITA-II) 

11 fRTOT, 2006 

^T. 3TT. 3774.—TRTO, (RR ^ 

^ 'ST^fl T r) fWT, 1976 ^ twi 10 ^ 
TOfTO (4) <£ 7F5RCI fWl <£ 3I#T 

^rqi<A ^ TftRT ^ qviqfdqY ^>1, 

80 VI^>T W<1 

fciqi 

1. tojcrt, <£. ?[., 

TO, ^-250005. 

2. WTO "3. Wt. ^]., 

RHcT "WR, 250005. 


3. 3. Tl- ^ TIr. 

3TTOI chldM 

tZ gsiWTO | 

'* s v r". 

4. wto arr^Ri, "3. TL- #•. *i- 

5'4WRTM<- fgttlq 3TTO7 fa^jRT ahldldl 

tS, TplWtTO I 

5. WTO 31^, .^. -3. ■$. Vji #. WRT5T, 

. an^ra faTOT TOltTl XH, 

247001. 

6. «(5IW 3ng*Rf, "3. % Rt. %, 

'tffcM, ftec Tte, ^r^l-248001. i 

[Rfl.R. 11013(01 )/2005-fNt-2] 
TRjTrcf, (um) 

New Delhi, the 11 th September, 2006 

S.O* 3774. —In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of rule 
10 of the Official Language (Use for Official Purposes of 
the Union) Rules, 1976 the Central Government hereby 
notifies the following offices under the Board of Central 
Excise & Customs. Department of Revenue the 80% staff 
whereof have acquired the working knowledge of Hindi. 

1. Commissioner, Central Excise & Customs, 
Meerut-I Mangal Pandey Nagar, Meerut-250005. 

i. .. i --'i 

2 Asstt. Commissioner, Central Excise & Customs, 

Meerut-I, Mangal Pandey Nagar, Meerut-250005 

> : 

3. Asstt. Commissioner, Central Excise & Customs 
Division. Muzaffar Nagar-I Awas Vikas Colony, 
Circular Road. Muzaffamagar. 

4. Asstt. Commissioner, Central Excise & Customs 
Division, Muzaffar Nagar-II Awas Vikas Colony, 
Circular Road, Muzaffamagar. 

5. Asstt. Commissioner, Central Excise &: Customs 

Division, Saharanpur, Awas Vikas Colony, Delhi 
Road, Sharanpur. ? 

6 Asstt. Commissioner, Central Excise &: Customs 
Division, E-Block, Nehru Colony, Haridvfaf Road, 
Dehradun-24800f. 

[F. No. HO13(01 )/2005-Hindi-2] 
MADHU SHARMA, Director (OL) 
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fo#, 8 2006 

m«ir. 3775.— fafoUH 3?PlPm, 1949 

(1949 Wt 10) # WO 53 STO K3 Tlfattf Wht vti 
FL mfa fort Ifr # ftrarffriTK, 

BR# $ fa 3*1 3tfaPm ^ VRI 31 ^ 3W 
9 rtf*W UPffa Ifa 3?PlPm, 1976 (1976 ^ 2 ) # VTO 3 
# *9-vro (i) arfmfw **nPra fan nq 

**^^^^**3^*1 31 RP*, 

2007 # wa fan *=fa afc 

bw-hPi ftmn wr ^ tfawfaw #foite «£ m>rh 
aifan^p i 

[9TT. B. 8/(6)87-3TR3TR#] 
tpifa. **#*!, 3Wt *fa* 

(Depttrtmcttt of Economic Aflkln) 

(BANKING DIVISOR 

New Delhi, the 8th September. 2006 

S.O. 3775.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 53 of the Banking Regulation Act. 1949( lOof 
1949), the Central Government, on the recommendation of 
the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declare that the 
provisions of Section 31 of the said Act shall not apply to 
the Regional Rural Banks established under sub-section 
(1) of Section 3 of die Regional Rural Banks Act, 1976 (2 of 
1976) in so far as the said Section requires the publication 
of their balance sheets and profit and loss accounts 
together with the auditor's report thereon for the year ending 
March 31,2007. 

(F. No. 8 (6V87-RRB] 
_ M K. MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 

tjrt TOfurc ifarm 

8 faiTO, 2006 

mar. 3776.-*Nfa i^crci wtmr 

fan*# 1 ?) Pm, 1 976 Pm lotf 
*n-Pm ( 4 ) ^ 345 m, f 3*1 affc tfB wmi 
$ ww mnfft irrafan mfa Bta mPmw 

#it tfwin, nfiwiw rro? wdto *fa mPmor-uft law 
fafa 80 *Pma 3 attPw vfarfNf 
A fa# m bb m fant i, # 
bbH 1 

[9»T. TL i- 11011/6/2005-fan ] 
Vfa?r, 3t^pRi *rfaa 


MINISTRY OFYOUTH AFFAIRS AND SPORTS 
New Delhi,the 8th September, 2006 

S.O. 3376.— In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of Rule 10 
of the Official Language (use for official purpose of the 
Union) Rule. 1976, the Central Government hereby notifies 
Sports Authority of India-Nett(|l Subhas National Institute 
of Sports, Patiala and Sports Authority of India-Training 
Centre, Begumpet. Secundrabad autonomous offices under 
Ministry of Youth Affairs and Sports, whereof more than 
80% staff have acquired working knowledge of Hindi. 

(ft Nd*fe-1101 l/G/2(X)5-H.U. 1 

___ SAILESHjt. Secy. 

fhr^yi TtRTWt 

(itofMfr. wm) 

M for#, 28 3FTW, 2006 

m.m 3777,-TmfoF nto# srfwft (*m 
^**0 SlftlPm, 1948 (1948 m 4im> # m 2 $ afa 
(no ^ srjsw K nm$m ^ 

Ttren uPwffw , faKraim 3 ** 3 * 1 , w # 

28-8-2006 ^ wr site#m ^ ^ TnfV 
1 

[UHt-4330/0l//2006] 

MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFF AIRS 

(C.P.V. DIVISION) 

New Delhi, the 28th August. 2(X)6 

S.O. 3777.—In pursuance of clause (a) of Section 2 
of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths and fees) 
Act, 1948 (41 of 1948), the Centra! Government hereby 
authorise Shri D.N. Barua. Assistant in the Branch 
Secretariat of the Ministry of External Affairs to perform 
the duties of Assistant Consular Officer with effect from 
28-8-2006. 

[No. T-4330/01/2006] 

K J.S. SODHI, Director 
M ftc#, 28 3FIFT, 2006 

man. 377*.-^T5 hPb> (?m 

SlPlPm, 1948 (1948 ^1 41^T) # MRT 2 ^ 3B7 
(v) ^ t^gRi 

btr^i $ # mnm , # 1 -8-2006 ^ wm * 

^ ^ t 1 

[U ^-4330/01/2006] 

Pt^tw 
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New Delhi, the 28th August, 2006 

S,0t 3778,—In pursuance of the clause (a) of the 
Section 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths 
and fees) Act, 1948 (41 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby authorise Shri J.C, Kandpal, Assistant in the 
Embassy of India, Khartoum to perform the duties of 
Assistant Consular Officer with effect from 01-08-2006. 

(No. T-433O01/2006] 
KJ.S* SODHi Director (CPV) 

24 3PTOI.2006 

877f.-4n(!«i THtumr crfa ut fiRwftv 

Pm, l976^frWR 10**R-fiWR 
(4) 4 1 ft*^ TOmrftmfiwm,fft 

awwrfr yflwm ^ fewfl i» 

fiaw* 80yform 

w\ ^hEnw m m frwr t, wftRjfrm wtsft t 

wf wA 7ftw»T 

fMNT w, 

pifrA-781018 

(*m) 

I*. 3-6/2Q04-1MNffil] 

MINISTRY Of AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Agriculture and Cooperation) 

New Delhi, the 24th August, 2006 
S,Q, 3779.—In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 
10 of the Official Language (Use for Official Purposes of 
the Union) Rule, 1976, the Central Government hereby 
notifies the following office of the National Council for 
Cooperative Training, New Delhi, under the control of the 
Department of Agriculture and Cooperation, Ministry of 
Agriculture, 80% staff whereof have acquired the working 
knowledge of Hindi:— 

Institute of Cooperative Management, 

National Council for Cooperative Training, 
VinobaNagar, 

Guwahad-7810i8, 

(Assam), 

[No.3-6/2004-Hindi Neetil 
P. K. JALALI, Jt. Secy. 


wiw afrv aftair mim dame 
(smsmafeuftnir unmet farm) 

M fo#, 11 flWWt, 2006 

wr.an. 37«o.^s *r%r ^ RRflta sngftmn 
aafafiWR, 1956 (1956 *T 102) *ft UR! 3 *ft 
( | )(*) it.TO (If) ^ 41 jHtl 3 <W! 31RI y&I *K%R 

^ vm wwf ii vmK mi *8 

ntf eft nrth* it efe eef eft awfa ^ frtq eroite 
anqffiww efw\ e> we ^ ye ^ wfcfa fowi r 

am:, aw, emt atfofSm eft urj 3 eft ee-URi (I) ^ 
emfe e» aqgwr e>* ««>k 

wiwu enrae eft ftnie* 9 erofi, i960 8ft auftrajeer year 
er.an. 138 $ IhhImEm ata mwt i arohf 

eee arfe^eRrr 3 *ero 3 eft ^u-rrt (i) ^ 

<er) et wfte eqt#i’ riWer ^ afmfa e*e 1 afa 

*Wfim eftfeet* ^ wir m: PtHfafiad ere 
ufhfadui* yfbwnfim eft enpft, aa«if^ :— 

" 7 . ei ef^TOm^t, art# yfcnR%R” 
fefe>Rn Mv i * , 

Aftf<re44 3trf mfiezR, 

^frH, 

!-H-252/lH,^?tze.-3, 

4mh 4^, ieoeK, 
fiR~500016. 

[*L 11013/1 /200S-e?9 1 (.elfil-l)) 

^.et.RR. xre, awr ^fee 

\flNISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 

(D ep m ta p em of Hf l rti —id FwwRy Welfare) 

New Delhi, the 11 th September, 2006 

S.O. 3788.—Whereas the Central Government, in 
pursuance of clause (a) of sub-section (1 Ka) of Section 3 
of the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956(102 of 1956) and 
in consultation with the Government of Andhra Pradesh 
have nominated Dr. Kasu Prasad Reddy to be a member of 
the Medical Council of India for a period of five years with 
effect from the date of issue of this notification. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provision of sub¬ 
section (1) (a) of Section 3 of the said Act, the Central 
Goveniipcmhctcb yma toitefellowmgf^^ 
in the nptificatiofi of the G overnmen t of India in the then 
blmistry of Health number S O. 138, dated the 9th January. 
i960, namely:— 

In the said notification, under the heading 
'Nominated under clause (a) of sub-section (I) of Section 
3*, for serial number 7 and the entries thereto, the following 
serial number and entries shall be substituted, namely 
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“7. Dr. Kasu Prasad Reddy, Government of 

Medical Director Andhra Pradesh” 

Maxivision Eye Hospital, 

Alladin Mansion 

1-11-252/1 A, Street No. 3, 

Begumpet, Hyderabad 
PIN-500016. 

[No. V-11013/l/20G5#ME (Policy-I)] 
K.V.S. RAO, Under Secy. 


TJERT 3(flT tmrpJT iW l yW 

Tj? 5 2006 

^KT.3TT. 3781.-^? ^ 5-2-2005 ^ 

wro'w 3 sfc (w*B) 

f^RRT, 1983 7 3fk8 STfafciPL 

1952 (1952 37) «fRI 5 TJt ^?-«fRI ( 1) ?RI TKtT 

TffotRTf TRt 7 ! TR?t fir ^ cIRETcl ^ 

3 it. TfaT <6K TRdt f 1 

[ X FT, P. 809/3/2004(Pi)] 
3rfiRTW ^TRR, (farR) 

MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND 
BROADCASTING 

New Delhi, the 5th September, 2006 

S.O. 3781. —In continuation of this Ministry’s 
Notification of even number dated 05-02-2005 and in exercise 
of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 5 of 
the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (37 of 1952) read with rules 7 
and 8 of the Cinematograph (Certification) Rules, 1983 the 
Central Government is pleased to accept the resignation of 
Smt. P. Geetha as Member of the Hyderabad advisory panel 
of the Central Board of Film Certification with immediate 
effect. 

[ F. No. 809/3/2QQ4-F (C)J 
AMITABH KUMAR, Director (Films) 

Ri fefr, ? farfMc 2006 

^T.3tr. 3782.RRFR, TRr>m (m ^TTRRffa 

W*R,‘ ^ fafi TTfh) 1976 ^ fThT 10 

(4) $ 3^m 3 ^^r P?rf^7TTcPT sfk mm 

(T£RTT zfo: TPTPh ^ rdHPelRsIcl 3Ttfa*5tr 

«F ^TPT RTVl-^FR fcRtl f, Til f 

1. 

2. 3m TTf^RT *1RM^T 


3. 3m TTf^f £RTMte, 

4. 3m TTfod ^RTMl27, TT«ISKT 

5. 3m £IB4U<, 4vifw-4l 

6. sm <JRR7t27, 

i. 3m ?rf^T ^Rrto, rrrfst 

8. ~^R 3m £RW)<K, TeRTWR 

9. ywU 3m <rw1<r, 

10. 3m ^rfsRT gwtfcn, rto ^ 

11. ^#T 3m •?lf^ ZRRTteC ^R^ 

12 ~^R 3m £KPft<i<, 

13- 'fcWMU, R$ f^vft 

14. cbtHId 

15. 3m ?Tf5Rf 

16. 3RT TfttR dlRR)<R, TR4R4 

17. 5^)4 37^h Vlfad ZRRfteT, 4^8^ 

18. ^#T 3m ^TfsRT HRRft^, TTfTFRR 

19. 5?&R 

20. srt -?if^ iiwfru, 

21. 3m TpT 

22. '=61^(49, ^ 

23. mm T^R ^RlteRI, ^ 

24. T^R 4iwf<H41, 

25. y-cfK ^PlfcPT, 

26. t^r T4^t' 

27. T^R TTRJt 

28. T^R ^TRf^RT, 

29. afctfa t^r % 

30. 3T^R ^Rlf^RI, '^MctlSl 

[TiT. P. |-11017/4/2002-f^t] 
wi fp? (Ti^nn) 


New Delhi, the 7th September, 2006 
S.O. 3782 —Inpursuance of Sub-Rule(4) of Rule 
10 of the Official Language (Use for Official Purposes of 
the Union) Rule, 1976, the Central Government hereby 
notifies the following subordinate offices of DG : 
Doordarshan and Directorate of Field Publicity (Ministry 
of Information and Broadcasting), more than 80% of the 
staff whereof have acquired the working knowledge of 
Hindi:—» 

1. Doordarshan Maintenance Centre. Kota. 

2 Doordarshan Low Power Transmitter. B answara. 

3. Doordarshan Low Power Transmitter. Sirohi. 

4. Doordarshan Low Power Transmitter. Nathdwara. 

5. Doordarshan Low Power Transmitter. Keshariaji. 

6. Doordarshan Low Power Transmitter, Salumber. 

7. Doordarshan Low Power Transmitter, Sagwada. 




[RPTH—3(H)] 
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8 . Doordarshan Low Bower Transmitter, Ballabhnagar. 

9. Doordarshan Low Power Transmitter, Kushalgarh. 

10. DoordatshaA Low IHura Transmitter, Mount Abu. 

11. Doordarshan Low Power Transmitter, Dungarpur. 

12. Doordarshan Low Power 'Transmitter, Udaipur. 

13. Doordarshan News. New Delhi. 

14. Doordarshan Maintenance Center. KarnaJ. 

15. Doordarshan Low PowerTransmitter, Jeend. 

16. Doordarshan Low Power Transmitter, Karaal 

17. DoordarshmUiwftowarltansimtier.Kuf^^ 

18. DoordarshanIjowftmerltai^^ 

19. Doordarshan Low 

20. Doordarshan Low Power Transmitter, Kaitha). 

21. Doordarshm Low Power Transmitter, Guna. 

22. Regional Office, Jammu. 

23. Field Publicity Office, Jaranui. 

24. Field Publicity Office, Kathua. 

25. Field Publicity Office, Poonch. 

26. Field Publicity Office, Rajauri. 

27. Field Publicity Office. Udhampur. 

28. Field Publicity Office, Doda. 

29. Field Publicity Office, Leh. 

30. Held Publicity Office, Kupwara. 

IF. No.E-11017/4/2002-Hindi] 
_ S.S. KATAR1A, Director (O. L.) 

TT^wnf ifwnn 
{dhrnRs^r Hmw) 
imnrwahnmitel 

\ si™ »* / 

M 1 ftRTO, 2006 

m.m. r. rr- 11020/2/2005-wHi 

3 SRnhf ■aird faRRRteto 30 Hrwr, 2005 tf.R 5 T. 3 n. 

1443 (31) tf 3nf$W tfliHlH TOl ^ 3ftmWR®nsf5-3»fM 

fm, 1897 (trf 1897 ^ vMm r* 10) r& to 22 ^ 

RT*t Rfefl 1JRRI R?f 3ffWR atftfTO, 2005 (tf4 2005 ^ 

3 Tte*m tf 22) ^ m 19 Rft m-m { i) ^ agmw 3 , 

mRcUH, 3fr( two 4 tfaWR, 

tern Ofwrcw), tfigte 

TOR ^ R1R R7, lit ^RPSR 4t*FI, (RtR teTO) 
(^CTO tfW! 23710189) TOtf tf. 406, R$ 

Rcrft-110001 RR MffoWH alt 


twr r w 3 tfafte Fdt Rtef 

tf 3Ffta THteltf ^ TO tf •flHtfad TOIT t l 

[R>T. tf. 31^-35019/3/2006-^0 RJT 3rfTOR] 

^=rr, 

apfor vuftwMfttfT ^ to* w ftwTor 

trot tftf skt ste, te to -7 

R>t3R-TO (1) STTO^T-TO (3) (R5) tftelfe 

m tf tffat 3TRt snto tf Rtf tf tft| teR Rtf tei tf 
3TTO tf tffar tJRRT 3Ttetf tf ftftft tf ozjte 
tf, aite tetf tf 30 (te) ftfr tf tftfrc 3 ito Mm to 
tf W Rfltf -^7 ^ ^ ^ 'to ^ 3lte te 

^ tfRtel ^ 45 (%RtF) m ^ mfv ^ 3lte 

Rtf ?t, 4t TOc^T tf, teHRT (^TT R>T 3rfTOK 
SlfafWF 2005 TO 19) I 

MINISTRY OTSHIPPING, ROAD TRANSPORT AND 
HIGHWAYS 

(Department of Shipping) 

(RIGHT TO INFORMATION CELL) 

New Delhi, the 1st September, 2006 

S.O. 3783.—In partial modification of S.0.143 (E), 
dated 30th September, 2005 issued under File No. H-1102(V2/ 
2005-Estt. and in pursuance of Sub-Section (1) of Section 19 
of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (22 of 2005) read with 
Section 22 of the General Clauses Act, 1897, (10 of 1897), the 
Department of Shipping (Headquarters), Ministry of 
Shipping. Road Transport & Highways hereby designates 
Shri PC. Dhiman, Director (Ports Development) {Tel No. 2371 
0189] Room No. 406, Transport Bhavan, New Delhi-110001 
as Appellate Authority for all matters concerning Shipping 
Wing including Inland Water Transport (IWT) and Ship 
building and Ship repairs in place of Shri Susheel Kumar, 
who has since relinquished his charge. 

[F. No. 1-35019/3/2006-RTI] 
S. M. KHANNA, Dy. Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

Job—Description of the Designated Appellate 
Authorities 

To dispose of appeal preferred by any person, who 
does not receive a decision within the time specified in 
sub-section (1) or clause (a) of sub-section (3) of section 7, 
or is aggrieved by a decision of the Central Public 
Information Officer (CPIO). within the 30 (Thirty) days of 
die receipt of the Appeal or within such extended period 
not exceeding a total period of 45 (Forty Five) days from 
the date of filing thereof, as the case may be, for reasons to 
be recorded in writing [Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005}. 
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witair rtto aft? R*im 

( M(mA f^WT ) 

R^f^lt, 18 3RRR,2006 

®KT. 3TT. 3784.—Rv^tR +K°hK RiT, fafed RlfR^lit SKI 3^ M^lcl fcC'fK R» RRTRFT Ft «i<7i 1? 

fa 3RR 4‘ Rf% RTFR (#4 Rt Rf 37T^% ^£‘) RTZ 3^3 RTR RPPF 3ffaftRR, 1976 (1976 RT1 60) RRT RTE 37k RTR RTRRT 
(*Tferaf WTf 3T3ife) fRRR, 1987^3R^^31^i 3fafo4f 

RRisfar «pmt T^rr 37k t¥^r vkkRfaRf k <mg^ Tkn wr to t^tt; 

3RT: 3m RTRTK, RRR 3ffaftRR R?t m\ 36 R?t ^3Tr%qrn (7) 37k (8) (JRT RRR Rlfapfi RTI "SRW R*d ^ 

R. 6/192, MI 'PR, RterTT Tte, WR, M TP&T SRI ftffa W«ftIT (RRT*fa R^-II) R7^ 
“■^ Rl rr m fpgcn ^ ammr tjrr r%h, srcRRifaci r^h rrrrri (i*Uw4 rrtk) $ RfeR cpr, ftrcfa rtf rr rtr 
U ^T&F” f (fak ftfkRTRT^RRR RTF?T R7FT RRT t) 3^ f^ 3?T^ TRT ^t/09/06/279 RR^f?m tafl R^T 

t, sTjcrfrr rrfi-rr ^rift 37 k RRRfyTR Rrmt t 1 



RRR RTScI ^ faffcT ^ RRTR RR RK kH RTRTfkT 37RSTRTfcm (^KT4 WI) <ft?R t I SRRit SlfRRRTR 

strrt 1000 fa.TiT. 37 k strrt 5 fa.RT. 1 1 wh rtrrh srrtrt (i) rr rtr ioo tit. t 1 ?r4 tjrt w^r^crr ^far t 
fRRRR m r^rm ^cf^dRRRcfr qrfer 3 ttrr<]^r rrtr t t rrrtt RHPfo ftr)f (rr i Ft) Rs?f ctrr ■qftwn*? 3qsf$TR r^trt 

t I WR 230 R^e, 50 FR^f RrqTRdf VRJ fR^cT KTR RT RRk RiTRT f | 

TOfaPT ^ ^TSTRiR ^ 37fofkRT RRltR Rit RTRRR?f STRFkt' ^ f^T ^ tMi ^ fRpi RteRFS «ft t%RT ^TtTTTT 3T^ 

RfeR ^ flfsFt ^ RT RK $ RFRlt, W«frTf, *, *|4*I<1 %SR 3irfS Sft ?mf ^ RRR 4f Rfe^R 

*T?t f+'^i ^rnpri I 

3^^N 3TfferfWlRft RRT 36 ^TRRl (12) SRI ^ S(rf^w4f m ^ ^ R? t 

^ara RfeR ^ 3*qpRR ^ fR RRRI-R^ ^ 3Rpfa tRMrTT ^RT fogRt, ^ 3^RR 3^ 3# RTRjft ^ f^RT^ 

^Tjqtf^TcT RfeH fTR^T f^TI S JMRT[ ^ ^ Ft R3>, R«H«frTT 3^ ^pfqRR ^ RtcR 3TOI Rt FRt ^t 

100 fr. TIT. RT^RR 3lfR^^“^” rh ^ fHR5000 ^ 50,000 Tmr Rft ^ RR R%cT 50 fFT.RT. ^ 3lfRF> a^T 5000 

%-RT. F^RTt 3TteFR STRRIrM t 37^ RR lx 10*, 2x10* RT 5x10*, ^ t, ^t RRT/R^ RT ^||rRR> RT ^R 

^ RRgcR fl 

[RTT. RT. F^RR-2l(86)/2006] 
3TR RT^RR, f^^TR), I^RRT RTR iR^TR 
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MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 18th August, 2006 

S.O. 3784. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing Instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) of series “NPH” 
and with brand name “NANOTECH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Nanotech 
Instrumentation, No. 6/192, Prakash Nagar, Bodla Road, Shahganj, Agra, Uttar Pradesh and which is assigned 
the approval mark IND/09/06/729; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capacity of 1000 kg. and minimum capacity of 5 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 100 g. It has 
a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. , 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of the Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg. and upto 
5000 kg. with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. or more and with 
‘e’ value of 1x10*, 2xl0 k or 5x10*, where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by 
the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved model has been manufactured. 

[F.No. WM-21(86)/2006] 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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M toft, 23 SPIRT, 2006 

^FT. 3TT. 3785.-^?^ TR^TT BTT, 5RT ~3fa 3T*gfl ^ ^ RRTVH IH TRT t 

ffa fafai fa Bto Rfen (fafa fa M srrgrfB ^af) br afa ~m ^tfUPwM , 1976 (1976 xr 60) <totbr afaRRTfFRT 
(fafefa «FT 31^)^) fwr, 1987 fa ZWf fa t afft FT BR 4 #(TPRT$ fa RB RT T TOfa STBjfa 4' tft BBB RfeFf 
^«4f«4cTl BR!^ T^Pn 4 t fdfa’R MUfWfd^!’ fa 3RR RRBT T^TT; 

sra:, are, fafate bsb arfafareRft *mr 36 4 br-mri ( 7 ) 4^(8) sro to tifareT *rr3to wfa ^ fa^fa 
Ifafa fa. 6/192 ( 31W^,^^^, 

J ?SRT ^ 3fa^ ^T%fi, 3T4^f^nt%T«ei Rto WW (TOT) fa RTFT RJT, tofa WS VT RTR % (fad F^ 

F^ TORfFR xfcf W TRT $) 3fa fad 3T3*^ fa^anf TJR ^t/09/06/278 toT BBT t, 3Tgto TOB-Rsf 

«fRt afa UdiTfad BRifft £ I 



f?b rTsr Tfa faffa fast m w\ m #r afrwrftfl arw^rto tot) tor 3TO $ i wfa\ 3rfrore 
srbt 30 ton. 4rw 100 m 1 1^nm rmhh srrrt (i)?r^5iiix^r sntfcrgeR^far i ter 
m SfTO oqsn«h<rHlrH+ HlftB ato^RR TOT t | TORT 3?flafa 3l4fa (^ 4 ^) TOf to? mRuIIH a qffild ^1 f I 
fhot 230 to, 50 snwwcff *rrcr fa^i to m to b*bt i i 

x^z 4 gsto fa a*r<iR<w Rto 4 «pqzgpf aumdf fa faq Bito 3 Tto fa faq 4 <h«k 4 faro ^H”n fai 
F? fas& fat ■roft fafa\ fa 3?<m 'm fa '&fa\ ^mfa, ^«?r«tBT f toirp, faffaz im, f^^r’d fal ml qr 

nRoiIifici/ nRcif^d •fcl Rh^i W^TT i 

fan ^fr 3rf¥rqq fa\ mn 36 ^q-uro (12) srci ufaxfa ^t iroto ^ ^ irtq^n wt t 

fq? "qfsci fa srgqfar fa ft 3mm-q^ fa sKPfa Fft f^rWm srt Fft fircfB, 4 3?^m afa s& T?mt ^ faqfa 

gift'd fafe& tor nqr t, toftB ~sfa ?psTRi ^ f\ ^r, w*fm 4r 4>i4mtM fa rrto fa #14 
100 fa. m ^ 2 m m*i H ^tr fa to 100 3 10000 WBT fa\ far fa rtob-^ri^r afcrcra (xr) fai s.m ^ fafa^ 
4 u 4" to 500 3 10,000 trt BJt^sr^f ^rm tth 50 f^.m BBr^arfTO*? afa“4" br 

1x10^, 2x10^ BT 5x10^,4 t, fa tRTBRi BT BpJITOT BT qjpq fa WHgHl fl 

[XR. IT. W^TR-21(86)/2006] 

3TR. *nOTTO, tBtor, br toR 
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New Delhi, the 23rd August, 2006 

S.O, 3785. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) Is in conforfhity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976)-and the Standards Of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing Instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of medium (Accuracy class-ITI) of series “NTT” and with 
brand name “NANOTECH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Nanotech 
Instrumentation, No. 6/192, Prakash Nagar, Bodla Road, Shahganj, Agra, Uttar Pradesh and which is assigned the 
approval mark IND/09/06/278-. 



The said model is a strain gauge tyj|jjf load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30kg. and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5g. It has 
a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the 
weighing results. The instrument operates on 230Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine. 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. . r 

Further, in exercise of the powers Conferred by Sub-Section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50kg. with 
verification scale intervel (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. to 2g. and with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for V value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of lxl0 k , 2xlO k or 5x1 Q\ 
where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 


(F.No. WM-21 (86)/2006] 


R. MATHURBQQTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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ffiiL u..T^.a aaBaa5saa ^jg-cg— === = == -■=-■ - = —s— • 

fa ffapft, 23 SPRW, 2006 

W. M. J7f6.-^^0<nfWRVT, fa Ht lfaiMi*l faiRjffa ffain t, 

fa Was wfiwfa l gro fan Ante sk ^ Mi fa fa* n f fr n fa m TOW fa Wffiftfa fa fa ww ^ 3regg frete 
n* ftrarc wfa fa nrnrn n* wnrorc ft nm t % zm fcfa $ nf*m *tat (fa$ ^ fa asifan tfa) nrz far nro w 
faTOam, 1976 (1976 *T 60) cWITC sfc*TTC W (TOfa m 3?fato) Mr, 1987 fa3fafa fa 3FJW91 fa* W *R! 

fat f % wnrarc ufao fat asrafa ^ fa < 3wt *ffew n*n*f?n ▼on fatm far Mftfwfafa' fa <*Mg*w facn twh 

T^TT; 

TO'., &m, fafata? wm, TM V&tfm fat ^-VTO (3) fa fafa tR^F fafr WH 3&fat IW-TOt (7) fat tn-MRl 

(8) 5T0 TOT WfafTafa’ WT *fan $n, foil tm aEmffrfa- ftftw ifa *lfan, | V^tSl \ fefaf, 

i26“fNMWftfB-ft3rt-^-^tRa(i)-3iR fa, *tfata m f^rfWra afaror f*rczi faw *f«rwt fa tfmw t*m zrfr ftffazei 
TKifa nrd finfaf&o n»? fa TOw fat ffafa vm faf fat$ n foffc / nftq i fa ffan ffao fasti tpifa fafafafaz ffatzfa m& 
1&fa&,fa. 521-522 *vfiNa *wnn fazw fa nftfe<H , fay*R fafag, n* f^ft-110001 srofafa!Wt3tt>fantewfaT,ffasfa 

ife ▼! TO *‘^R TO^ m fa (ffafa *sfa TOW TO '•TO fa) fat fafa aqptat fn$ 3^ ^/13/06/325 

TOffifra ffaan nan %, atgnfen wi-^i afk an> if » m nrof) $ i 



■3^nfs^fsfa^ri nwinn?^ ^zi tfsp^n^nH 

nten? «rot ^ 1 n? 3 W«i nn> jwi ^ fnfn^r n»^f ^ nrsR n^ m 1 1 srfoscm m? nfn 50 
^tec \rfn ftpi? a^ '-^w wtf nfe 2.5 cite 3^1 fte 1 1 WKt n«rf«rai ▼f 0.5 $ 1 ^nntn ^faran ^ , 

fa 3 ?pra IfaR, ^!, ^ 8 ^ nftnnn ^ nrn^ tg f%nr ▼nr % 1 aifn^m nrar 5 areff $ ^Rft t n«n 
i^n 4 3 jtf ^ fa 3rffa»?m fa ^ 6 3 wT iKftm Rpn fak 1 1 3fa nt ▼t ^nr iw fern ^ 
aw ii 7 nr)fi»fihfVwlf ^ «q 3 R•aif^inm 1 1 fsvd nrft n$nr^n^t'1 <wr m 230 50 

*fa nro ffafti unm n 7 ▼raf nrrai 1 1 

tciT^Hi faz ^ 3}fftR46 n?ftn aunz^pf ®m?Rt f^n feiW ^ ^ fcfn ^Oc^sf^ n) f^»nj mu^u 

nn faft r 3RRn ▼n 3 •3*ra) w*nft, nafam, fe^, *, ffaonn Iron so^ ^ nmf ^ fan 3 
nfaffa/faaiffa fat fapan bin’ll I 


[9?T. U -3^fa-2l(77)/2006] 

m. nr^fa, fnte nrc ffan 
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New Delhi, the 23 rd August 2006 

S.O. 3786,—.Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it along with the 
pattern evaluation report and test result granted and approved by the prescribed authority, a notified body for the 
purpose in the Netherlands Meetrinstitut (NMT) Netherlands is satisfied that the model described in the said report 
(see the figure given below) is in conformity with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 
(60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules. 1987 and the said model is 
likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by third proviso to sub-section (3) and sub-sections (7) 
and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby approves, issues and publishes the certificate 
of approval of model of Dispensing Pump (Oil mix type) with digital indication (hereinafter referred to as said 
model) of series-Qlopsl Vista Oil Mix and with brand name '‘Dresser Wayne Pignone", manufactured by M/s. 
Dresser Industrie Cumefcie, Divisao Wayne, Estrada do Timbo, 126, Higienopolis, Rio de Janerio-RJ, Brazil and marketed 
in India without any alteration by M/s, General Energy Management Systems Private Limited, No. 521-522, Commercial 
plaza, Hotel Le Meridian, Windsor Palace. New Delhi-110001 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/13/06/325; 



The said model has a flow meter with digital indication comprising of a dispensing unit operating in attended 
or stand-alone mode, The equipment may dispense one or two products in number of modes. Its maximum flow rate 
is 50 litre per minute, minimum flow rate is 2.5 litre/minute and is accuracy class is 0.5. It is used for the measurement 
of petroleum products like gasoline, gas oil mix. petrol, diesel etc. the volume is indicated by 5 digits, max unit price 
hy 4 digits and maximum price to pay by 6 digits. It is also having pre set facility. Hie dispenser has been tested 
according to OIML R 117 specifications. The Liquid Crystal Display (LCD) indicates the measuring results etc. and the 
instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 

i- 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed In terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. before or after sale. 

fF.No. WM-2K77V20061 
H MATHURBOOTHAM. Director of Legal Metrology 
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^ 23 2006 

*>T. 3TT, 3787.-«ftft{)*J RRBR (TTin?3TTf) ft1<UeU «ft 3pfaRlft ^ 3?f%RjfacT IftRR f, 

iirfWfl sro ^ Iftfti 3^h: Mi ^ wg qfton^' gni yngei ^ stjskz ^ wm ^ Tim zft Mi 

TR teK RRWff i\ TRT $ % 3R! Mi 3 A ufel (ftft ^ ^ sfT^fft ftftf) RZ aft* RTC RHR aftftftm, 

1976 (1976 RT 60) RTTRFRP (ftfecft RT 3^44) M, 1987 ^ Zyftftf ^ 3rj*SR ft 3ft* TR ^TrT yft ^TO 

ft % cPTT?fR irftftr yft 3Rf%i ft ft) zrt ftfeei RR*fa wwz t^tt aft* fsrfM yfftftrfM ft ay^i ftR ikh r*r *ftyT; 

3ffi:, 3R, RRJT*, ZRT 3*fafam ZT-R*! (3) ^ *ft*ft 9*^+' aft* R*T 36 Zy-R*T (7) 3ft* T7-RKT 

(8) £RT UTrT Vlf^WilT RT ^*ft ft*T*f ^T7 ^TP?hn RTyfaaft-fefa*TT3ft RlM, f^T^T \ 

126-t^^H^-1t37t-i-^ft33t-3TR ft, Rftfa ST*T Mtffa faRFI MzT tf&m $ y^Jel Mlfte* ^ yft Iftft RR 
ft yftf M Mt ft*lft *R*H Tjr^ff Msftz Mil* 3Tf?ftz fafftis, ft. 521-522 R^Mlel ^RTT ftzel eft 

*rfft^R, fterc ftcter f^e?ft-iioooi gro ftR *rr *ft t, ftyrscTRi, fft*rft rsrtrr “i[*t* Ryft”t (1ftft?*Tft3^ 

T^R^Z^c! ftfeeT R?7 trt ft) 3ft* Iftft 3FjftfaT fftf 3*Tf T^Tt/13/06/324 'fTR^facT f^RT 7 RT ft, 3^)44 WI-^ M aft* 
y^iRnfl <^<^1 ft l 



■^rf ftfe?T Ml# ft Relft Re*I TTR fttMlfSR ftlZ* RT ft ffttfft T*R f5*ftfftn ^jfftz eRT ft ftl 3SfSRT 

ftfe y* RR R*ZT ft I R? <J4R0J| TS[R 3 5 ft 3 tPRkR 10 ftFRcTf ft! t¥*FT RR*f R tr ^rc 
^140, 70,90 34«TRT 130 3rfcf f^RZ ^PIM ‘SRT? ^ 4,4,4 13 ef^C 3rfcf 1w t 

f JWZ\ WM M 0.5 t I ^M 7 ! ^ 3MeI ftw, ^ef, ^tRel RT RRT R rM tg 

l^fRT RTcfl f I 33ftRRF RTR 5 SIR! If Rt RTcfl t <T«TT ^ 5 3TRf $ Trg 37 MkR ^T ^ 6 3#fl' P' y<f§ld 
M f I 3ft Rl ^Vl ’ft t ! TR fevtm R) 3ft311^H^d 3TR 117 faftrfeqf ^ 3T^R RfR ^TR t I t ! 

wiPhm ^ ^ ^ srfftMr r#i r) Ryz^f ^ fay; 3§faft ft ft^ft ^ fair ftfa*K ftt fam Rnpn 3ftr 

ftfScT r) Mft ft3J8RT ft RWTfl, wsfa, Hfe 'SRTJTP, fagfa 3nfy Rt Tlftf RT RRR ft 

Rfrefifa/tjMffa faR RIRR ! 


[y^T. ft. ^3e^TTn-21(78)/2006] 

3TR. ri^sw, fftm^ -m fam 
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New Delhi, the 23rd August, 2006 

S.O. 3787. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it along with the 
pattern evaluation report and test result granted and approved by the prescribed authority, a notified body for the 
purpose in-the Netherlands Meetinstituut (NMI), Netherlands is satisfied that the model described in the said report 
(see the figure given below) is in conformity with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 
(60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is 
likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the third proviso to sub-section (3) and sub-sections 
(7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby approves, issues and publishes the certificate 
of approval of model of Dispensing Pump-with digital indication (hereinafter referred to as said model) of series-GIobal 
Vista and with brand name “Dresser Wayne”, manufactured by M/s. Dresser Industrie Comercio, Divisao Wayne. 
Estrada do Timbo, 126, Higienopolis, Rio de Janerio-RJ, Brazil and marketed in India without any alteration by M/s. 
General Energy Management Systems Private Limited, No. 521-522, Commercial Plaza, Hotel Le Meridian, Windsor 
Palace, New Delhi-! 10001 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/13/06/324; 



The said model has a flow meter with digital indication comprising of a dispensing unit operating in 
attended or stand-alone mode. The equipment may dispense one to five products up to a maximum 10 nozzles and 
operate in different number of modes. Its maximum flow rate range is 40,70,90, or 130 in unit of litre per minute and 
corresponding minimum flow rate is 4,4,4 and 13 in units of litre/minute and is accuracy class is 0.5. It is used for the 
measurement of petroleum products like gasoline, gas oil petrol, diesel etc. The volume is indicated by 5 digits, max 
unit price by 5 digits and maximum price to pay by 6 digits. It is also having pre set facility. The said model has been 
tested according to OIML R 117 specifications. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc, before or after sale. 

[F. No. WM-21(78)/2006] 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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Effowft, 5 2006 

m. 3TT. 3788.-TOTE EEER ETT, fofFF ETfEETKt SET ^ EEJF fTE^ E* foTEH TO ^ E?^ EF EETER Ft TO t 
for TOT ftEte 3 E^TE EfFH 3TF?rfcT^5);') ET2 3^7 ETE ETTO 3rfEfTOE, 1976 (1976 ETj 60) EET WZ sfft ETE EHET 

(tfef! ETT 3TgEfoE) fTO, 1987 ^ TOfofi i£ 3rpH f sfa FE EH Ert ^‘WI f for EFTHR TOT ET[ 3TEfaE EtTOTEfeH 
EET*faT TO7 E#ET afo fofEH EftftsjfoEf ^ SM^EE ^ET TOT EEET Efol; 

3[rT; 3TE, EWE, TOT STfafoEE Elt ERT 36 ETtTOERT (7) 3TtT (8) STO TOT {flfadET ETT TOT fnr^rrcf 
Ffe E. 93, %T ^Tlfc, ET^-I, Effol-ETITOTFT Tte, ^ETfoT, 3TFEFHK 382330 ^pERT SET fofofts ETOT E*TT*RTT 

(ESTEfal ETf-III) TO'Ff 3TT^F^’ *pEHT 7JEE E%E, STETETfoRT TOREEETO (^£foE7H ^ flFE TOE) ETFH 

ETT, foRTET sTTF ETT ETE "^’’f (ffotf FE4'F^TOET^TOTETFHETFTTOi) 3flT ffo^ E^TTO t^; 3TT^ FT/09/06/380 

ee^rt fro to I, st^ePe eert-ee wft 3^ y^'rtVrrf TOt i i 

TOT EfFH (ETOTT HfE Ft Ef 3TOfofofo) RET ^£foEHT ^ foR (HfcT ETp TOE) t I EF EEET3F #EE sfo: ETfET 

t^t ^farsfo et 3nETfer ti feet! st^tehe w 30,000 for. m 3fo; ptefe steet ioo for. et. i i Error eteete street ( i ) 
ett eh 5 for. et. i i 



TOffoETOTO SrfoffoE E#3 EF *42^ TOEFTO ^ foR 73HH E pEH ^ fop *ftd«K Et foTET WTO 

EfoHEnfo^^E^fo^EF^2E^ETETt,EET^,foTO,'EfoHFTTOT ) fo^TOfE^TSTTfo ?fof E7 E fofe /EffofeEgT 

foTETWTO I 

3^R ETOfo EWE SEd STfofoEE Eft EHT 36 EF TO-EET ( 12 ) SET USE ETfoTOf EF EEFT EEF |Fr EF ETTOT «h<di F 
for TOT ETFH ^ 3PJHKH cfr fE EETO ^ 3%ifo Wl forfEEHT SET 3ET fonsfrf, fkw ^ ^ 3T^EE 3TR ^Et ETEEt E foETE 
sr^EtfoF ETFH ETI foEW fro EET t, folfofod ^ ET EE FT ifor, E8TTEFT 3lR TOEHH ^ FTRR FETOT ET FTE Ef[ 

5 for. ITT. El FEE 3Tfow ^“| ’’ EH Ei 500 E 10,000 TO EF tsr4' E^IMH ER E%cT 5 2E E 100 2E FET Ef[ 3TfTOTE 
JffEcTT ETH f 3?R “i" EH 1x10", 2x10^ ET 5x10^, ^ t, for TOcEET ET TOTEW "pifo ET FH? ^ EE^rM f I 

[EF. E. F^TET-21 (101 )/2006] 
m. ETSJ^EE, tTOEfr, fofoW ETE foWE 
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New Delhi, the 5th September, 2006 

S.O. 3788. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of the non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Mechanical Weighbride type) with analog indication and of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) with 
brand “TORRANT” and series “TIW” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Torrant 
Instruments, 93, Nil Tenament, Part-1, Naroda-Kathawada Road, New Naroda, Ahmedabad-382330, Gujarat and which 
is assigned the approval mark IND/09/06/380; 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a mechanical weighbridge (steelyard type) based on the 
principles of compound levers and knife edges. It has a maximum capacity of 30,000 kg. and minimum capacity of 100 
kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 kg. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle, etc. before or after sale. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of' the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance and of the same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne 
and up to 100 tonne with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 kg. or more and 
with ‘e’ value of lxl0 k , 2x10 k or 5x10\ k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured 
by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the 
said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F.No. WM-2K101 )/2006] 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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6 ftRF«R, 2006 

FIT. 3H. 3789.-^5^ « FU, l^rfFcT HlfFFTtft 'gRT HMJH M2 HR f&RR FR# ^ H^FT^FS MMTVR Ft HFT t 
foFFHf^^Ff&raMfSR WafkMRMHFI STfaftFH, 1976 (1976 FIT 60) HFT FR 3?R MR MRFI 

(FTSRf FTT^hKh) ftFM, 1987 Ft HHHHf Ft 3TJ*R f 3^7 HR F?t MMRRI $ % RFRR HFtH Fit MHfa f Ft HFH MfSR 
FFT«fcTT HHR T#1T 3?ft fHfMR HRfwfdHf 3 ’&*$*[ M HgR FRHT R^HT; 

3R: 3TH -^Rr mm, HFH 3Tf«rf^TR Fit FRT 36 F?t 3HFRT (7) 3?fc ( 8 ) gRT SHF ?lRWf^' FIT HFtH FR4 ^ ^M*f 
HRFlt MfirM fH^M : Tfe, MF^eft (F4RHO, 4»04WK, HftFRTT gRT fafHftd F^F FFT*fal (FFltfcTT crf-II) HRt 

"HtRMet” ^ 3TFIHT ^SR ^T%cT; 3RFFrfdd rfe dM<MU| (2««d<iN TO) ^ MTSR FU, t^RRlt FTF FU RTF “HRHT) m 

f MPHIc^ HFH MfeeT 3?fc M SRptHR fH?I MTf TR ^t/09/2006/397 FH^ft l d fFIFT HFT t, 

3RpkH WT-^ RRt 3fR HFTlftld FR<ft t I 



HFH HfSR TJcJT tFflfcT ik MR FU MR #1 3TTNTfTcT 3RHFTfRH 3JFTRFU) $ I IMF>t MfFFTHH STRUT 30 fF>. 

HI. 3^k ^iclH SiHdl 100 HI. i? 1 MtHRH MRMR 3RRRT (i) FH MR 2 HI. $ I FM*t 3(F» •MRtFtJRR ^FH 1? fuRTFU FTU HfUTTcT 
^THFcRTcMFI FTfR STT^tFcRR HHIH % 1 HF5RT 3pH4f MTFte (TRT i Ft) wf cftcTF mR^IIH 4H<$ld FRHT t I T t TFT TT T 230 
Ft?2, 50 Fg4 SfiFTHcff FRT fsRJcT Hg!F HR FIRf FHUT f I 

W&RT ^Ad ^ H^TFR ^ STfdftFH RTTlR FU FHd^f RFFRt H* <aWt ^TtFT^^ MlRHR Mt fFIFT MRUT 3?k 
MfeR FU fFFft T\ FT FR $ FMFlt MTFHt, FFT^cTI, fFFTF, Mfe FTFHTF, FH^Flft fTOd 3TT^C Fit 7R? ^ MFF M 
HfTFctnRftF^H H?t tFIFT RIRTI I 

3fR ^HtF MRIR FFF ^RtRiFH Rt FRT 36 Fit FHFRI ( 12) FRT1KF Vl f ^lT FH UFtH FR^ F? fFft FRcft t 
fF> FFF FtSR ^ 3T3FKF FI HFRTFF ^ 3Rntd FMt f^fHM?dl ^RT F# tMSR, fe^ l iR ^ FT^MR FMt MTFHt ^ fFMM 
M^Ftf^T MfeR FH ft# tFIFI FFT t, faMd FMt »JTHRT ^ ft ^F>, FFI^FI 3ftR FIRfFTFR ^ FtcR IFFTRT *ft #t 4t 
1 tM.HT. ^ 50 IF. HI. FFI ” MR FI tcR 100 ^ 5,000 FFI Rt tF MrFFR MRMR 3MR1R (F5) 3?tT 100 fF.HT. FT ^ 
3RfFFIR , ‘^ M MR5000 3 50,000 FFIFit tF^MIFFR (T^> 3MRTR Mf^F 50 iFT.UT. RRF Fit MfFFRF ^MTI FT^t f 
3frl‘'t' MR 1x10^, 2x10* FT 5x10*, FI t, Ft MTRMFT FT ^ II cMF» ^ ^ tl 

[MT. M. ^^TR-21 ( 179)/2006] 
3FR. Migt^TF, MFFI MR fFFR 
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New Delhi, the 6th September, 2006 

S.O. 3789. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of Model of non-automatic 
weighing Instrument (Tabletop type) with digital indication of “PST” series of high accurancy (Accuracy class-II) 
and with brand name “PASCO” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Pasco Scales, Vill. 
Hodal road, Sahnauli (Hassanpur), Faridabad, Haryana and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/06/397; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Tabletop type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale inerval (e) is 2 g. It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. before or after sale. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg. and with number of 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 5,000 for ‘e’ value of lmg to 50mg. and with number of verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 5,000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10 k , 2x I0 k or 
5x10*, k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has 
been manufactured. 

[F.No.WM-21 (179)/2006] 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 


2807 GI/06—7 
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^ 6 farlUH, 2006 

m. r. 3790 wm 957 , fftfsci wfftroft srt 3ft fftft* 97 93 ft ft wit[^ ^rtmh ft 99T i 
fa 3977 fftrftft9ftfaftferi (ftftft^ sriflftftft) ftftxnq 177995 arfaRm, 1976 (1976 957 60) 997 *m aft *919 
(ftfeftf 957 SFjftfcR) Pm, 1987 ft 399'ft ft 3^7 ft9T997 f fa tfOlcTR ^fto ftl 379fv ft ft 3977 ftStf 

997*fa 9979 vim ftfa fftfftR ft 39^99 ft 9 i 9979 957777 ftfa; 

3m: ( 379, *R95R, 3977 37fft999 ftt m\ 36 ftt 39919 (7) atfrc (8) WT 9979 Vlfalft957 TJ^T 9>ft ^ ftsft 

9lfa) fac*T, faftif: ts, •fleftft (W^), sfrJTHTl SRT faPlfftl 359 997^777 (99T«fa 9*f II) 9lft “ft 

ft” *p§<m ft 379595 7££R ftft7 37*99Tfa<7 TTfcH 399><«l ( Thrift TO) ft 957, fa^lft 975 957 979 “9Tfat" t (faft 
W$ W$ ^917^3977 ftfeH 95*7 99T t) 3fft faft 37fTfai fftf 3TTf 99 ftt/09/2006/398 TOFjftftd Pm 997 #, 3^PT<H 
3ft( y=wfft<i <6Wl ih 



3977 ftferT 997 fa+fd %5T 995T? Hfe ft^T 3TT9lfftl 3T9997fft77 (fa395Tft 995R 99) 37979 399TO7 ftl fffal 3Tf9957T9 
SfRcTT 1000 fa.97. 3^ $19777 5 fa.HI. t I B79799 MI9HH 3R7997 (|) 957 979 100 177. tl ?7TP' 39^97^79 ?jfaj t 

W fltdVM 9994>c'HIW9> 9TfftT 3999399 9919 tl WT9T 3rTOfa 3T9te (7*9 t ft) K?f 7T799 m R o i w 997TT 

^1 3995T^ 230 ^ 3^ 50 7^ ¥79F9cff W ^77 779T9 97 95r4 9573T tl 

7^ff99 9^3 ft gJvW9 ft 37fi|R*W 97ft9 9Tf 9593^f ®99?T7f Pi pHl ^ ^ Rtti %9I ^991 37R 

9fS?7 957 99^ ^ 97T^ 97 979 i 3««(0 9791ft, 9*TT*f7TT, f^n^f, 77f%3 S19U19, 4)l4=6l(l fcn£R7 371^ 9ft 7777? 97 9^97^7/' 
^Rcftftf is! 1959T 919377! 

3fl7 ^t9 TTT97R 3977 STTvRPR 9ft VTTT 36 9ft 39-*7T77 (12) ^177 9^of ?lf97T9l' 957 TPTR TOxl ^ ^ 'sjt9^T 9R(ft t 
197 3977 TtfSct 9? 3f^n1si ^ TH 9979 99 ^ 3f7lftcT 39t PcfMdl ^79 39t fePT, $ 3^7R 3^ 39t TT79lft 3 f999 

3T^9tf^c7 9tS37 957 f^597 997 1 f¥ftfftc7 3lft ^f^TT ^ ^ ?t ^95, 997«ftn sfft 9>l4M'Hd ^ 9tR9 3995T9 97 #7 9l 

100 f9. 97. 97 393 37f99) ^ “f ” 9R ^ f9T9 5000 ^ 50,000 7797 ^ ^9 ft' 979T99 9R 3ftRIc7 (7^7) Vf&\ 50 tan. ft 
3ft997 3?k 5,000 f9T,97. 77979ft a|fft9><19 839777 97^ t 31ft ” 9R 1 xlO*, 2 xlO * 97 5 xl0*,ftf, ft! 99179979T ^«tlc*19» 
^97 97 9^9 "i 77*^9 f | 

[957. ft. 5§^7n?-21(179 )/2006] 
37R. 97^^99, fft^797, fftf995 9T9 19^7R 
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New Delhi, the 6th September, 2006 

&.O. 3790 . —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the sard Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of *TSP” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with brand 
name “PASCO” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Pasco Scales, Vitl.: Hodal Road, 
Sahnauli (Hassanpur), Faridabad, Haryana and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2006/398; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument with a maximum 
capacity of 1000kg. and minimum capacity of 5kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. It has a tare device with 
a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing result. The 
instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle etc. before or after sale. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity ranging above 50 kg. m- c - : :i \ >kr •=.v i 
with number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 5,000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. or moiv ,u 
4 e' value of 1 x 10\ 2x 10* or 5x 10*, where k being the'positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manuf, ■ - 
by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, accuracy and with die same material - 
which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21 (! 79 * . 

R. MATHURB OOTHAM, Director o f Lega i 1 e:; o;ogy 
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Rf ft*#, 11 facFE, 2006 

W. 3TT. 3791.—fH«6R Rd, £RT y*f[d RT TofeHK R> TTRTtTTd Ff ERT t 

% RRE ftET^ R eWe Ef^d (EtEtW 3dTffd^#') W 3^ RN ETddT 3tfqfdRR, 1976 (1976 Ed 60) d*TT ETC 3^ RIE RrdEr 
(Rfed)' Ed ai^HKd) fdER, 1987 ^ Tq^'trf ^ st^r f 3fa "?r eet et! e'erri t % wnm eeIe et! srEfa 3 El ‘see Rfed 
ESd^faT ertr tt#rt afa 1 ¥«r Eftfwfoff tf ^rjee ifcfT kr eeet t^ti; 

RRT36Efl^WRT (7) 3^(8) 5RT 3PRE VlfEdRl Ed RETR TOT ^ tdE 
Af<4H np] f«4<m 71. fvR , 213,Edd$RlE?Rq#FE, 16, fE^TE td ife, <1*1^4-360002, ^*RRT SET fdf*fa R*ER EERtdT 
(WfclT ^f III) ETH “x{R E?” »j}EdT 3TER6 TJEd <rf?E 3RRrE#m cfe ^REdRT (3 ft*T ^ f^ ERldfd fc 

W) E^ ■RTScT Ed, f^RRF ET5 Ed dTR “ tf?EH H t afa ST^RKd fEf 3TTf 

Rd "3 : t/09/2006/403 TRF^find f«bEi dEl t, SdJRlRd yRdi-EE "EKt atR y^ifeiti E><d\ t( 



3Ed RUSd 3TE)tfc fJRd fifed felEjfd R*T y^K Ed RR fid 3TRTlRr| 3RE5fTfdd (^ IsM ^ fdR <*>3*fd IeT? yE>K Ed) 
cfTeTd 3MER>J| f I atfEERTR STRET 30 £d 3?R *^HdR STREI 100 %. TIT. t I RRETRd RTRRTd SRRTd (|) ^T4R5 TIT, 

tl fRR RR7 an^EflcH ffid t P^chl m TlfcreRT oq^ygHIcM* ETfRT 3TRfe §dd RRRTtl WET 4cfl4E> ^TEfe (Rd i Tl) 
TPvtf cTIdd dfomR fM tl ERERd 230 Efc2 a?R 50 yrqTdrlT ERT fd^d 1RR E< EdE ERET tl 

T^ifrn rtc ^ srfciRdd wN ^ 1^ laidt e Tterr ^ %tt yid«id Et f^n wpn str 

xfer^ fie wnfr,^«n«??Tr, Itt^rt 3nf^ w\ wf ~m yR^clRArf^^T 

d5l 3fTP{<’[! | 

3TRrf^^ ^TO 36 ^fi^T-^RI (12) ^RT TRET ^T TRW ^ E^IT t 

% -RT^d 3T^HI<d ^ ^RTd-'qFf ^ 3TcFfcT HKI fE^rn, fs^THp! ^ atr RRi TTRRt R fwt 

d^Rif^d Rifed faldfild toT RRT t, t^fdftd TRt ^ tt %, 3|R chl^MIdH ^ RtdR R) tFI ^ 

5 TTT. RT ^r ^ “t” RH ^ tdR 500 E 10,000 cRF T3T f RdllRR RTRRH (Rd) 3fdRd R%R 5 ^ R 100 Zd 

3TfedR ^RcfT f a|R Rid 1 xlO * 2 x!0 % RT5 x!0 % , ^ t, ^T RdRRd^ RT Rt'uilcRcK R#3T RT ^ ER gdT tl 

[Rd. R. ^^RR-21 (161 )/2006] 

' 3TR. ■RT^RSTR, fdt^TR3, IMRR) "RTR fRRTd 
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New Delhi, the 11 th September, 2006 

S.O. 3791.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (converison kit for weighbridge) with digital indication of “MWCK” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class III) of series “MATRIX” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Matrix Weighing 
Systems Pvt. Ltd., 213, Rajlaxmi Complex, 16, Vijay Plot Main Road. Rajkot-360002, Gujarat and which is assigned the 
approval mark IND/09/2006/403; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (conversion kit for 
weighbridge) with a maximum capacity of 30 tonne and minimum capacity of 100kg. The verification scale interval (e) 
is 5 Kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display 
indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle etc. before or after sale. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and upto 100 tonne 
with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 kg or more and with ‘e’ value of 
1x10*, 2x10* or 5x10 k , k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
Model has been manufactured. 

[F.No. WM-21(161 )/2006] 
R. MATHURBHOOTAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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fafareft, 11 2006 

^JT. 3TT. 3792.-TOfa 7T7RR7 m, fafal nffakt TO !R(R M2 17 iTOR TOt ^ ITOr^!? TRUIR k HI $ 
faTOMH'lffaT#^(Hfa^fa3Rfkkst') TO 3k TO 1TTO SlfatHlR, 197*6 (1976 m 60) TOTTO3kTORTTO 
(Rfsfa m aq^ifaD fare, 1987 ^ Hirof ^ spjh 13k 577 to ift rrrrt i fa burr Mr ^ sfav 3 it^fiRfaB 

ITOfa IRB, 77M 3k faffaf Hr<.rwfo4f 3M^«K1 fa? 1TO =Mrfl <f>RI; 

3TcT:, m, n^tl R71R7, TO 3lfafareift TO 36 ^ Rl-TO (7) 3k (8) SRIUrT ?lfafa' RTF MlTOR^kfa 
RfafR fan fa*<m IT. fa, 213, TRBSRtTOrefaR, 16. fajfl fa fa, <ITOk-360002, ^RTTRTO fafa W lllfar 
(RTOfafa III) Rfa'fa^S^lt” ^ 3TTOF 7JTORffa StWllfad RfaR HTORR (4 (W U«fcK) ^RfecRTO, falfa TO 
TO RTF " itffaR” t ( faR sm ?7fa 1?TO(TO RteB TOT R1T$) 3k faR 3FJifaR ffa 3fl£ TJR ^t/09/2006/404 Refold 
fall RRT f, 3FJjfaR IRTR-ll RRTt ak y«hlfad TOtfr $1 



TO RTScT RRT ffafd fa !TO7 TO ?fa faf 3miTf7R SRllTfad (4 ffa 1TO7) Rfal 39TO<R t I ?7TTO SrfRTOR 
TOT 30 HR 3k ^idH TOT 100 fa. IT. t I RRTI1H RT1RTR SRcRRT (^) TO RTR 5 fa. HI. tl 37TR m 3Rfa<JcTR ^fal I 
faRRR 7RT iffalR «HqR><fl’iirH«h fafa 3fifa<l<riR !RTR f| W9T HcRRfa TOfa (1RT 4 ^t) ifa TOR iffajR 31<(P*[d TOR 
tl H1TOR 230 TOR, 50 IclTRRf TO ffad 1TO 17 TO? TOR fl cfa fa ffafa fa 1TO7 TO t I 

THfflR fan ^ faTO <£ 3fafjfaT TOtR fa TO^uf oTO?kT fa fal ^ TfaR ^ far fffa«K it fall RRTRTT 3fa 
RT^eT RTl TOR ^ 1^ IT TO RTfal TRRRt, ITOfa, TlfaR TOTTO, tTOTRR fR^RR 3Rf^ «Rt TOf 17 9R4dH/lf71^R 

R?f fair tortti 

sfa, TOtl 7RTO TOR 3TflfRH l^t TO 36 lltRl-TO (12) SRT1TOT JflfailT 1R lltl 1? RtTOI TOft t 

fa TO 1TTO ^ 3^[TOR ^ nm-n ^ afafR TOt fafRlfa TO ^7# fa^TR, ^ 3?^RR 3^ TOt RWlt ^ faR^ 
a^ilfaf ifro fafRffa fan w t, fsrfRfar RTft sjtoi ^ ^ # fa?, mfai 3k mfaiBR ^ rIbr tor^i it ?k ^t 
5 fa. m IT RRTt 37ffa?fa “4” RH ^ fal 500 ^ 10,000 TO ^ fa # 7R1NR RTOIR 37d7fB (RR) TTffa 5 'HR ^ 3?ffar ak 
100 HR TO nt aklTOl TOTTOlt 3k “I" HR 1 xlO * 2 xio *n 5 xio^, ^f, nl TOTOiriPTRTO ^pifall ^ 
Rlgclk 

[HI. R. ^^1TT-21( 161 )/2006] 
3TR. H«J7fH, ft fal* . fafTO to faro 
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New Delhi, the 11th September, 2006 

SXh 3792*-—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (weighbridge type) with digital indication of belonging to medium accuracy (Accuracy class III) of 
“MWB” series with brand name “MATRIX” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Matrix 
Weighing Systems Pvt. td., 213, Rajlaxmi Complex, 16, Vijay Plot Main Road, Rajkot-360 002, Gujarat and which is 
assigned the approval mark 1ND/09/2006/404; 


% 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (weighbridge type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 tonne and minimum capacity of 100kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5kg. It has 
a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing results. The Instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. The load cell is 
of strain guage type. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not he changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle etc. before or after sales. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and upto 100 tonne 
with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 kg or more and with ‘e 1 value of 
Ixl0\ 2xl0 k or 5x 10\ where k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(161)/2006] 
;R. MATHURBHOOTAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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W. 3TT. 3793.—tH'fcTC «BT, fofocT ‘5fTf*JoFRt 15777 U^j[d RhV<£ TH foqK £f ‘W £ 

1% Stt frftZ £f ^ ^ 3TT^fo ^M) ®TR S^TTN 37fafW7, 1976 (1976^7 60) cT«TT.^R 3f^tTN tTTO 

^1 aiiHV-0 fwi, 1987 ^ rJWlf ■% ^ Wdft ^*TFRT £ for ddldK WT 3Wfa £f ^ fTsr 

wm{ t#ti afk fofoFi 'qRRsrfcfof 4 w wm 

3ffi:, 3Td, =h^lq *uq>K,'33fl STfaRtqH «IRI 36 «f>t 39^1 (7) 3fk (8) ]»RT y^cd Tlforfof ^T '5F7t I T ^TTd ^ 

7^1 £fo*TT, Xf-68, *iiPM>I cblHc^, Wl ^ ) ^-1, Ml ^PR, ^ fowft 110059 SRI fofofod ^7 W*fdT. 

(^«n«foT^PflI) 3fovq> TSJ^T TlfocT 3R^dlfoR7 cftoT^T OTFl ( TRTR) ^ RT3R ^7, foRfor 

WS ^7 "Wf^'' £ (forc* TTTdT^W RTSR ^?T w t) 3frT fori sryffoq folf Sir! TFT rgfo)9/2006/399 

PR^fold foFTT 7 FTT £, 3^nkd WI-77 ^ sfft wfold Wt £l 



nisei fo^fo ’’fol U«t»K fofe ^c7 37TVTffo 3T^qifolc1 dlcid 3M«t>< u l (IPhK ^ff) £ I -Sff^c^flH SrHTcTT 

20 for.xn. 3frr ^£Tcrc 100 ui. £ i wm w ih 3rrtr (£) «fn rr 2 m £1 ^ srnfo^cR ^jfod £ foRRn trt 

oii^cficiHirHch mffo 37T^cR 37R3 £l Wm 3dH4+ (RR £ ^t) 3R?f mRu| 1H ^fofo ^TcTT £| 3WI 230 
50 S<4 y^iqcff *7RT fas^d 3RR X R 4>i4 °h<dl £l 

T ^Z "4> ^S\|et>d 4* 3Tfoffod H^rid ^4 «bHd^ u f onq^n) fop^ ^ Tfofo 4> foR ^(riq^ ^ foFTT *!iy/il 3ft7 
FTSc? oF)7 ^ 9?4 ^71 ®IR F ^<H=h) T7fo»Z •siquiH, foRT^f Rl«S/’d 37lfo ^>t ^/dl T7 qRqrfd/wRd^ 

d?l for^T wqjn 1 

37h, W^R W 3Tfo1WT ^ «7RI 36 ^ ^T-«7RI (12) 5RT ^ifod^T ^7 ifofo ^ ^ ^ Wl £ 

for d4d "qfSR ^ ^nl^d "5^7 mhi°I 3rld J fd "STBt fofoqfcfT &KI <l41 Rl<i&ld, fo^lT^T 37^7R 3 £t >d41 ^pfot ^ foPET^ 

3Fptfo?T TrfeR fofofocf foRT w £ f fornfod ^71% cbl4mdd '-£ tfleR 7WI 4t £fi 4l 

1 fo.m ^50fom ^“^’’iTR^foR 100 ^ 5,000 m ^ fol £f TOR 3TcRM (7R) 3^ 100 fo. 771. ^ ^3^ 37fe ^ 
“£" FH ^ foR 5,000 ^ 50,000 ^7 ^1 £f ■RJW7 (7R) 3KRIR TTfod 50 for.Tlf. cRT ^ STfoduR 8PTOI ^ £ 3^ “f ’ FH 

1 xlO*, 2 x 10 % ^I5 xl0 % , ^ «RR*=RT^TT ^ 11 ^ 6 ^ ^flfor ^7T^ £* I 


[^T. TT. ^^7^-21 (182)/2006] 
3TR fo^l«b, fofte RTT fo?H 
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New Delhi, the 11 th September, 2006 

S.O. 3793. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see (he figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Tabletop type) with digital indication of “PST” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class II) and with 
brand name “PACIFIC” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Pacific Scale India, A-68, 
Monika Complex, Chanakya Place, Part-I, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi-110059 and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/2006/399; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Tabletop type) 
with a maximum capacity of 20 kg. and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect.. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle etc. before or after sale. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. and with number of verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 5,000 for ‘e’ value of ling, to 5()mg. and with number of verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of iOOmg or more and with e' value of ixlOL 2x1 () k or 5x|()\ 
k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been 
manufactured. 

IF. No. WM-2 1 (182)/2006] 
R. MATHURBHOOTAM. Director of Legal Metrology 


2807 GI/06—8 
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^7T. 3TT. 3794. W<m W\, fafScT gRT ^ Mtt TT f^E ^ TTOTOR 

f^F 3^! E ET3R ^ Em 1976 (1976 °FI 60) cT*TT WZ 3^ ETC EH37 

(^ffeeff Sf^Hk^l) fm, 1987 ^ ^Nf ^ 3PJ^ t 3^ ^ t fa cETRTR ‘STfa aicrftf $ ^ ET5R 

W*fa ?fan 3fa fgf'H mUPwM 3 39^ KH ^Ecfl T^TT; 

3ET:, 3T9, =t)-Kl^ TR9>K, 3 «ki 3TfaPd4H ^ %TRT 36 ^ '3 t T*IRT (7) 3?fc (8) gRJ M^od ^[Pw4l ^T TFlW "^REf 

fafa ^TT, Ti-68, 4faFT cfc|fqtf+U, faE, RT^-l, 3rRT RTR, fgwft 110059 gRT PdPdP^d E*2T9 R5msfa 

(Wsfa^flll) RTH “9t RERT"*} 1 ^^ 3T3B7 PffaT RRH: 3T^lf^m HER 3M4RU| (k^W TO) ^ Efecd 

^T, fa*fa sffa RT EE “Mn>" t (fm jM 33d EfeE 37gT E3T t) 3ffc faRl 3PJEKR 

^t/09/06/400 fadT RET t, 3*3Rfal 9ETR-E9 ^TRt 3^ 3EF[fad 3Edt fl 



33d RTSE fafTfd fal U37R 3d eTfe Erf 3TRJTfTd 3E3ETfad dfad 399E r J7 f I ?S37t 3rfE37dE SETdT 1000 fa.UT. 3?R 
~^sm EEdT 2 fa. HI. t I ETWd EREJR (^) 3d RH 100 ET. t\ W3*E37 3TT^4^ f PdR3.1 Ed RfdEd 

^'q^rHicH9> ^TlftcT 3fa}4^dH3IET3i! REdE 3Efdfa Rgtf dfad MRuRH 3dgfad 3EdI £l 3M9><u| 230 3Trd 

3fR 50 ^ ^l^dl 3RT fsRJd TO E 3d4 efRdf fj 

REfad W ^ TJgfad ^ 3Tfdffad EBfa 3d ^TT3^[ ^T^TTf c^ ^ Tl^R ^ 1%^ TltcT^g ^T ^RTT StR 

Rfepf ^5R 7R "RJ A’ TRSffi OTt, -qsqi^, fe^T, Efe ^IWl, ftngRT 3TTfg ^ ?mf R7 

•T?T f%RT ^i^TTI 

3fk, m\ 36 (12) 

^ T ^r\ ^ 31^(<H ^ IE 3Efm ^ 3TfFtcT RTft gRl 3# fejd, fS'dl^ ^ 3F[ER. 3^ !&\ ^ 

3^1 3T^Ttg<T fsfWrl f^FRJT tri f, fclPH^d 3# ^ ^7, WifoT 3fR ibl49l<rH ^ cHPR 71W1 ^ gFl ~^\ 

5 HI. ^!3EE3Tfe<£ “t” 1^500^ 10,000 ^314i^cqmR!MRH 3 TcPTR (T3) Ef?cl 50 f^F>. ITT. 3Tf?4^7 3 |r 5000 

t^.Ri. 3TtecW ^rai^t‘3lk“^ , EH 1 xio^, 2 xl0*^I 5 xlO*, ^t, RI ^llrH=h ^ ^ 

fi 


[TTT H Tg^j'qrf-21 (182)/2006] 
3TR. ET^?ET, fTOTB, Mm Rn ^TR 
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New Delhi, the 11th September, 2006 

S.O. 3794. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service'under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of the self indicating, 
non-automatic (Platform type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “PSP” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class III) and with brand name “PACIFIC” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s. Pacific Scale India, A-68, Monika Complex, Chanakya Place, Part-I, Uttam Nagar, New Delhi-110059 and which is 
assigned the approval mark IND/09/06/400; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 1000 kg. 
and minimum capacity of 2kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive' 
retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates 
on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle etc. before or after sale. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and upto 5000 kg. and with number of verification scale interval 
(n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for 4 e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e* value of 1 x 10\ 2x I0 k or 5x 10 \ were k being 
the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with 
the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21 (182V2006] 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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RT. 3?T. 3795. E7R7R RT. T ETfERTTt SET RTE 3-f^4-11Rd REPTI-EE R ETE TE EEJTT fETT^ R3 fEER ReT 
R ERTETE ?7 REl i Tr TRT 1eE 2 R EfEE RT^E! (rR V R| RT^fs SET) ETH 3tU RTR ERR 3}fEfREE, 1976 (1 976 

*FT 60 ) SET ER #7 STS ERR (RtScS RT 3EJSPR) fsSS, 1987 R TTSEST R EJES £ 3^R fR SR RT ESTSST £ fR SETTSE 
W1 RT SSfS R St TRS STIR SEPfcTT SSTR ESET 3^7 fsfSR SEISSRSI R S E^RT SET SSH RETT RETT; 

3RR, ES, EST^ ETRR, ^ 3TfsfESE SR SET 36 RT TR-SET ( 7 ) b£( ( 8 ) SET SSR 7lfRM RT OTT RR fR ESlf 
2=KTd'ldl fSESS, E. 31 ' R RTS, RFEST RE, SRSTRT, SSHE-56001 3, RERR SET fsfsfss “RE ZT RE-30 SE”*i^RTR 
■ERR 7jd6 Ef?d ctR- SEE ' St Hf-Sd RT/^'JHHR W-S RT STS “ EEEt” ^ (fES |SS 1SR SRER dd6 ST5ET R"?T RRT ) 3?E 
faS 3TRRKR fsf Bui RR 'St/09/06/195 SS^fVlH fRST SET £, EASIER SETT-SR STET EE SRTf?TS RETT £ 



TqRT STCET RRR “ tRSt SfE” £ ^ ERR SE ^Cf RTSS RT TERSE £, R EscR SET faRddl TEST £ RE STST R fast 
Rt RR! St ST£ RT SRlfa £ I RlddPlR) WT ^ STSt SET fSST EST STgT, SS RT Ef ^ b£t fsf?RT SftT E STS fETR ER ERR RT 
RRrR £ I Rlf^cT £ffa c£ BT^RR R? RfcTlW RT^ E ERRR I I Rt?7 RR ftftR ETR RRRFR RTTE TrEdR, ^TRIR (RR1 i T\) 
TRRffRT RRRT t Rft tR^R RRTR 12 RtdR !?t Et t I 

^RET,RtR7 RR RZR^ 2800 REE TTfcI %. RT. i I RTR 3TRR RfR 0.8 foRT. Rfd RZT t I 

EiilEM VTd of ^^TRTR EfrlURd RRTtR RE RfTRTJ^i ^R$Ri rT fdE E TRFR Rf fETR ElETRrR Rt fRRTi dilEll RE 
RT^RT RR Wt E R^ET RI RTR R TER)! ETERt, RRTRET, feRTfl, Ef%3, RRRRRTt fE^W 3RfR RE RTEf R7 ETRR R RfeltcT R?f 
IRiRT ^RRTl I 


[RT. E. ^^Ttr- 21 (38)/2006] 
37R. RT^ER, fRRRTRT, lEfER RTR IEtITR 
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New Delhi, the 11th September, 2006 

S.O. 3795. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model (see the figure given below) declared in the said report is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of “Taxi Meter” with 
digital indication (herein after referred to as the said model) of “STS-30R” series with brand Name “SMART” 
manufactured by M/s. Smart Technology Systems, No. 31, 5th C Cross, Sharadamba Nagar, Jalahalli, Bangalore- 
560 013, Karnataka and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/06/195; 



The said model of “Taxi Meter” is a time and distance measuring instrument which totalizes continuously and 
indicate the fare, at any moment of journey, the charges payable by the passenger of a public vehicle as function of 
the distance travelled, and below a certain speed on the length of the time taken; this being independent of 
supplementary charges according to the authorized tariffs. The reading of the meter is indicated by seven segment 
Light Emitting Diode (LED) and the power supply is 12V DC. The ‘K’ factor of the the Taxi Meter is 2800 pulses per 
kilometer. The changeover speed is 0.8 km per hour. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and the model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit, working 
principle etc. before or after sales. 

[F. No. WM-21(38)/2006] 

R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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MT. 3TT. 3796,-^RftR RTR>K RR, f¥?R RTfRRRft 5RT R*t RRJR RT fRRR RR^ ^ MVRI^RF RRTRR Ft RRT 
tfRTRRR faU $ crfbfcT TfeT (Rt3 t Rf 3R<fTfR ^#') RTR afa RJR ROT arfRfRRR, 1976 ( 1976 RR 60 ) RRT RTR afa RJR 
ROT (RfSRlf RR 3^Hkd) fro, 1987 ^RRRRf ^ 3TJSR t afa^S RTR RRTRRI t fRT dRIdK RRW RTt 3TRfR *ft RRR 
RTFR1 RRTefdT RRTR 7#m 4 t fErf^R RfrfcRfRRf RR^Rd ^RT KR RTMT T#RT; 

3M:, 3R, i£rOr 7OTTT, OTT 3TfafRRR RTt RRT 36 R?t RR-RRT (7) 4 t (8) FRT KM TTfRMTf RR RRW MRt ^ 
^FRf 37RRI 3?R ta, RTtRT, 'Rt. 3Tlf. Ft. Rt., ^R-III, KTR R Rt-3, fRRT TJ^RR, R-FTRR, 31^H<WK-ftui(HiR RR RR- R- 
8,3lSKMK-382 330 FIRiR^T RRTRR«n«fcn (RRT^R^III) RI^ "R-30 3TOT TJRR R%R STWRlfad RtcTR 

RRRRRT (3 fKTOTR) ^ RTFeT RR, fatfa RTF RR RTR "aR**?T” f RTRTR RRR RtFcd RMT RRT i) afa 

3RJRtK fR^ 3Tlf RR Ft/09/06/405 RH^PVId fRRTT RRI t, aRJRtFR RRM-RR ^TTCt afo KFlfTM RRRt fl 



OTT RTFR fRRjfd RRTR RR cftg ^eT 3RRlfM STTRRTfcM (3 Hr RRRT) RMR R94>Rn t t IRRTt 3TpRRMR STRRT 
30,000 fM.RT. 3TR ^jRdR SIRcTT 100 fa. RT. t l RMTRR RTRRTR 3RRR?T (3) RR RTR 5 fo. RT. t I OT 3TT*k^R RfRR 
t fROTT ?TcT SlfaVId RlfM STT^K^R RRTR t f OTTO FTRlF (ReT 3 Ft) K?f RMTR RftRTTR RKftld 

RRcTT f I 3Rch<u| 230 RtcR 3qfr 50 FMTRcff RRI fRgJR KIR TR RR^ RRRT fl 

TZifa] faz M ^l+H ^ sMfai R?ftR R5T RPTR^t <*JRs?H)' ^ f^R TRfelR ^ flRM ^ tcR RldR^ Rt fa^] MRRI 
TqfecT r»t RRR R RT RTR 3' ROTt ■HIHill, RRI«JrT, fenfR, Rfe FIRRTR, fdtMKH Rifl'd 3TffR Rft TRlT RfTRrN/RlTR^T 

RBT fRRn -RIRR11 

3fk, ^FtR m^R RRR arfRfRRR Rf[ RR1 36 Rft RR-RRT (12) FRT KM Vlfdd^T RR TRW RR^ RF RTW RRdt t 
fa RR3 RTF?! M 31jWKH ^ FR Wn-K ^ SRR^ S$ PojPHHldl £RI RRt fefd, fFRTfR ^ 3T^RR 3^ R^ft RRRjt R ftRRl 
RRR aT^RtfRR RTFR pRfRpld fel RRT t, PclPlffid R# ^ ^ Ft OT, RRl«tdl 3^ RTT^RTHR ^ RIcM RRRRR Rt Ffn ^ 

5 RI. RT3RR arfRRT ^ RH^fe^SOOR 10,000 RR5"R> l/R fRRFR RIRRB 3TfRIcR (K) RfFd 5 RR R 3ltOT 3?k 100 RR 
RRiRTt arfifcFcW ^OTRI^t3k“f’RR 1 xlO *, 2 xlO * RT 5 xlO*, ^ t, RR1OT RT RiUllcMR. RT ^R ^ RR^eR tl 

[RR. R. FM^RR-21 (142 )/2006] 
m. RT«JRJRR, Pd^OT, tRfRRT RN fam 
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New Delhi, the 11th September, 2006 

S.O. 3796.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the 
prescribed authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity 
with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights 
and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Weighbridge type) with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class III) of series ‘A 30D’ with 
brand name “ASTHA” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Astha Weighing Systems, 
Naroda, G.I.D.C., Phase-III, Plot No. B-3, Nr. Suryanagar Raw-House, Ahmedabad-Himmatnagar N. H. 8, Naroda, 
Ahmedabad-382 330 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/06/405; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Weighbridge type) 
working on the principle of load cell with digital indication of maximum capacity of 30000 kg and minimum capacity of 
100kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. 
The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 
Hertz alternate current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle etc. before or after sale. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5000 kg and up to 10,0000 kg. and with 
number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of 
1 x 10\ 2x lb 11 or 5x10\ where k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(142X2006] 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^ fTO#, 11 fTORTO, 2006 

TO. 3TT. 3797.-444 7T7TOR TO, f44l TOfaTORt $RT TR^cT TO fTOTOT TO4 ^ 77TOTO7 4 TOT 

f % ^ 444 4' offtjfa (44 4 ^ 37Rf14 44) TOZ 4flT TOR TORTO 37fafTO7, 1976 ( 1976 TO 60) cT^TT TOcT 3fR TOR 
TOTO (TRtecfr' TO 375*to) fRTOT, 1987 4 TOto4' 4 3EJTO7 % 3^ ITT TOT “Ft t f4 cTTOTOT TOT6 t 4t 3744 4 4 ^3TO 
TOTOT RTO4c 17 T^TO 3fo f5ff«R 44 t 4?[4' 4 wpn 4TO w TORTT T^TO; 

377T:, 37«7, 444 777TO7, '3TO 37f4fTOR 4t TORT 36 4t TOTO7T (7) 3fR (8) SRT TORtT TOf^TOTf TO #T TOTO fT 4 r 4 
37T7TO 44 1W^7, 44, 4, 37^. 4. Rft., R^-III TOTTZ 4. 4-3, fTTO 7£faTO, 7T-ITOF7T, 3fs$H<NK fe^dHTO TT TO? 4. 8, 
44, 3^iKMK-382330 SRT f4f4<T R*TO7 TOTTER (TO7T«fcTT TOf III) ^ “4 30 4-1 ” *j73TO 4 3TTOfT 7£TC Tlf^T 37TORT%cT 
TOTTO TOTOT (4 f?R 4 frP7 TO?4 h 14z RTOT) 4 RfgrT TO, f4r4 TOS TO TOR “37T7TO ” t (f44 ?r 4 ?774 RTOTT^ZTO RfeTO 
TO?T TO i) 3 t 4 44 3TTTTO 4? 37T^ T^R 4/09/06/406 fTOTO TO I, 3FJRTO WTO-R3 TO4 3*4 9TOf4d TOTO fl 



^towt 3t4to tjto 7rf%cT fspffir 4 *t tor to rr 4to 371*44 arw^rf^j'd (4 f?R 4 froR 444-7 f4z mr) 4rtr 
3wi ti fro) arfarorR aror 30,000 from 3fa ^to-h airo 100 from t 1 ttorr rtrhr strrito (f) to tot 
5 14. RT. t I 1374 RTO 37TTOpRT 3$14 t t TtRTTO TOT tftfTOT '<^TTO6HITO6 *44 371*4^7 URR? tl TO77T Tgl4g (TOT 
i 4) to4 44r Mft^'iiM TOcm ti ttottoi 230 4^ 50 ^ toto4 tot t^r to to ^tt4 toto ih 

TOffroT 4^ 4 t^tot 4 3ifdftcM tot4 4 totoj 4 sqsrFRY 4 f4 4c4 4 4^4 4 4 cto^ 4 f4ro tortt 3^7 
TOger 4 t 44 4 to4 to 4 tottot totot, ^totott, feroir, 44z tottor, frororor froro 34 4t TOrf to 4to 4/444 
4' froro wtto, 

3fk 44^777^17^1 37f4rTO?4t TO7T 36 4t T7-TO7I ( 12) gKT TOTO 444' TOT TOTO TOR ^ 4TOTO TO7TO t 

4 ^tot TO577 4 37^44 4177 TO7ITO-TO 4 3744 tot) 1444 gRi fe4, feTOf7 4 3FJRR 3 t4 to4 tto4 4 4rt 4 
37^44 4gro f4f44 t4ro tott t, 444 totI 4 44 41 4ro, ^to4to afk tot4tttot 4 4tot tttoto 4 44 4 

5 TO TO 77t 4 37fTOT 4 TO7 4 f4 500 4 10,000 7TTO 4 44 4 777TOTO TOTTO7 (TO) 3RRT77 77%7T 5 77T 4 3rf4ro 374 
100 ZRTOFTOt 37fTOuR7 8JTOTT TO4 t 3^7 **f” RPT 1 xlO^, 2 xlO* TO 5 xlO*, 4 t, 4 TOTOTTO TO‘jETORTTO Tjqf^ TO ?JTO 4 
77TOTO4l 


[TOT. 4. -^TOTO-21( 142 )/2006j 
3TR TO^TO, fH^TOTO, f4fTOT TOR f4TOT 
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New Delhi, the 11th September. 2006 

S.O. 3797. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the 

prescribed authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity 
with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights 
and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Converison kit for Weighbridge type ) with digital indication ot medium accuracy (accuracy class-111) of 
series-A30D-1 with brand name “ASTHA” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Astha 
Weighing System’s, Naroda, G.I.D.C., Phase-IIl, Plot No. B-3, Nr. Suryanagar Raw-House, Ahmedabad-Himatnagar, 
N.H. No. 8, Naroda, Ahmedabad-382330 and which is assigned the approval mark 1ND/09/06/406; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Weighbridge type) 
working on the principle of load cell with digital indication of maximum capacity of 3()()()()kg and minimum capacity of 
100kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. 
The Light Emitting Diode display indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz 
alternate current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle etc. before or after sales. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5000kg and upto 1,00,000 kg and with 
number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value 
lxl0\ 2x1 O' 1 or 5xI0\ where k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
Model has been manufactured. 

(F. No. WM-21()42)/2006j 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 


2807 GI/06—9 
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U Im, 2006 

W. 3TT. 3798,-fekfa 3733TT3 ^7, fkfe TTlfafet SRT ^ T3 fefR ^ ^ TTRI^fR FJ T*?I f 

% TO f ' 3^ ifeT TTf,3mffa fT#') W3Th^TT^H^ 37f*feP7, 1976 (1976 60) 37*77 W 37t3 FTT WF 

(RTS#' ^7 3^h)<H) fro, 1987 ^ TOTOf 37^7 f 3^ ^7 ^777 ^ 3lfeR7 f 1% 3FT73J73 WPl 3mfa k* *ft TO RTS?7 
W*ftf7 ^RTQ; 3#m 3fk feFT k’ TO£m 3^77 cfTRA ToFT; 

37?!;, 3m, ETO7, TO 3 tMto ^ WO 36 ^ (7) sfk (8) SKI TO7 ^Tfekf K77 TOl ^ fK ECrtf 

3TTWT kf*7 *ft 37jf. 3Tt, ^-III r^z ^ isft-3, tTO 7jfeT3, 37-^7337, 3T?F^K f^HdW ^ ^ T. 8, 

TOT, 37TOTO-382330 1137 fafdWd TT«F7 ?T*7Tsfcn (*T«7T8fcrT III) fet 40 Tst" *jmeT7 ^ 377^7 3£SR 3Tfe 373^riftfc7 
cTTKHTOTOI (k^fTOfk fe TO3) ^ 3^^, 1^37^ 3773 ^'’f (^?37^?37^T^7cl TO Ffee7^?TTq] 

t) 3^3 fsm 37^37^7 377? F7T ^t/09/06/407 339^137 fefl TO f, 37^17^7 UTOTTO 37k TOTfef TOt ft 

TORTOT 377^fr7f7if) f^fTOT 3 fe (3efam#TO7) f I W 4TO3S qffef 3^3 RJfm ^ of 

T3 TOTlfm f I f3fe 37fTOcF7 TO! 40,000 feUl. #7 ^TcF7 100 feUT. f t TOTFR TOTO 37mTO (t) ^7 TO 
5 fe 777. f I 



TOfe W qp TJ 3 TTO ^ 37fclfTO Wfr off} cE^uf TOrgra qfr fe; 7TOH k TOl <£ fe* ulrN^ *ft fen ^rnETl 3(fi3 
^7 TO 37 w ^T TO k TOft TOTft, *T«7T*faT, PT^T, 3lfe 'STOIH, feTTO 37TfS TO? T3 Rft^cR/TlT^KB 

TO fen TOQTTTt 

37k TOFT 373^713 TO 3Tf*7fTO tfRT 36 ^7 TOWO (12) ST37 'Sf^m TlfeTI ^Tf #1 klW ^rmt f 

%TOFfec7 W, 3^t7K4 qp |37 Wm T? ^ 37rRfe ^37t Md^fel m ^37t fem, f^TO ^ 3357773 3^3 ^ TTTOTft k ^73731 
sT^mfer ft5c7 ^77 fkfrfkd fen Tm f, ferfe tfI ^3smn ^ fk 3fk ^fem ^ kfe TOTm kt fm ^ti 

5 77). m 337 k 3jfe ^ 4 ‘f”-qH^fe7:500^ 10,000 TO ^ ^ k 37onm TTTWT 3m37eT (TE0 37%cT 5 k 3rfe 3pR 100 
^3 cm7^t safeFOT 8RtTT^f‘3f3“^ M XTH' 1 x!0^, 2 xI0*m 5 xlO*,^f,^77 m^uilcq^ ^ 7^7 qp37Tg^ 

ti 

[fe. 37 ! -^l 7^7-21 (142 )/2006] 
3TR. TJT^r^m, fdfefc, krfe ~m fern 
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New Delhi, the 11th September, 2006 

S.O. 3798. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Mechanical Weighbridge type) with analog indication of medium accuracy (accuracy class-III) of series- 
A40D with brand name “ASTHA” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Astha Weighing 
System’s, Naroda, G.I.D.C., Phase-Ill, Plot No. B-3, Nr. Suryanagar Raw-House, Ahmedabad-Himatnagar N.H. No. 8, 
Naroda, Ahmedabad-382330 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/06/407; 

The said Model (see the figure given below) is a mechanical weighbridge (steel yard type) based on the 
principles of compound levers and knife edges. It has maximum capacity of 40,000kg and minimum capacity of lOOkg.The 
verification scale interval (e) is 5kg. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle etc. before or after sales. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5000kg and upto 10.000kg and with 
number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 1,00,000 for 'e' value of 5g or more and with *e‘ value 
IxlO*, 2x10 k or 5xl0\ k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-2H 142)/20061 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM. Director. Legal Metrology 
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(srrnfta ) 

^ 4 2006 

^T.37T. 3799.-VTTcffa ^JTf fm, 1987 ^ Rf44 7 ^ ^4-fT4F ( 1 ) ^ ^ (7§) *TKtffa 

sjjt TTcr^rcr f ^ far ftt FH^OFf) fsFzrr M %' : ■■ 




FTsFT 

WlfVd FEtTlF HH<h 

W\ WIT 3Jt7 

F¥lt*R Tfft FteMI affc fafa 

fa*? 

(D 

‘(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

317^ ^ 4379 ; 198i 3Mfw 

WlFF F. 2 

1 fffdHC 2006 


3 cfc^rt ^pt 4 f^h (ffcjt ^m^FT) 

3PTRT 2006 



V3 F?rt*El ¥f(f47 ^ -RT44F FFFF sp=R, 9, 7TTF 'HT T f, ^ 110002, 

^mfer4f ; ^ ^jhri«bldl, ‘S^ cT*Tf W73T ^FE#T4t : 3T?^I'4K «PTefa, ^4M ( 

']4IFT<ri, ^<NK, : WJf, FJFPJ7, FFFJ7, F^TH, ^ cT^TT fcRi^RTT^ 3' fasFt ^ T4?T^ ft 


[7T. t(H ^ Wl/' j fl-2:1 ] 

■tft %, %!. ‘ttcp’ TJcf C4ff^ ^fWui) 

(BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS) 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2006 

S.O. 3799. —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the amendments to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given 
in the Schedule hereto annexed has been issued : 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

No. and year of the Indian 

Standards 

No.-and year of the Amendment 

Date from which the 
Amendment shall 

have effect 

(!) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 . 

IS 4379: 1981 Identificaiton of contents of 
industrial gas cylinders (First Revision) 

Amendment No. 2 

August 2006 

1 September, 2006 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 
9. Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New'Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, 
Mumbai and also Branch Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, 
Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, and Thiruvananthapuram. 

[No. MED/G-2:1] 

C. K. VEDA, Set ‘F’ & Head (Mechanical Engineering) 
^ tFcrfl, 4 fUd«TC, 2006 

W.3TT. 3800. —FTW4 FFT4> ^T1 Rm, 1987 ^ RrTF 7 ^ ^F-Rf4F (1) ^ 7sT5 (73) F VKFP4 

^rt Lfd^KI 3}fa^f5FcT t fa f^R FTCffT Fffaf ^ fafFT 3R7^ F fat Fir f ^ **nf4F FT ^ f | 
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SfvR 

WftR! 'TUdlq gft 

grceffa to iri ^rdshfHd 

VW ftef fdfg 

<rUaqi • 

WIT, ^ Tfcfa 

gTTcffa giro arg^T grrot, gfg 
«t>t ttt§4t 3rtr 


0) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

371 t gTT 15680 : 2006 t<T^ TOT ^ 


31 2006 

2 

37T^ gTT 11114 (^R 2): 2006/371^ g*T 3?t 
6746-1: 2003 g^MJelfcR M^fRO-STRRt 
T rft'TRTg—W 7 ! 2 STRUT wtT 

wi gg 11114 (MR 2) : 1993/3ntg*T 3Tt 
6746-1: 2003 g^-WT<H WRrt-3TRRt 
altr grot’ grt gfrgRig-gR 2 sttrt 

30 2006 


(ggn g^ft^RT) 

(RTcrTT ggrt^Ri) 


3. 

mi grr him cm 3 ) : 2006 / 3 ^grr sit 
6746-2: 2003 g^-g*T<R 9¥Tfa(t-3TFRTt 

sftr grtet gft gftgmg— 1 m 3 <3<h«m aftr 
giO*«i) 

mi gg 11114 (wi 3) : 1993/OTf gg sit 
6746-2: 2003 g^T-W^R H^ftR-0— mwfi 
aftr grot gff gftgRrg—gR 3 
gqrteRD 

31 gRT i, 2006 


F* T TPT^f ^ ¥fTO STKcfta giTO EZjd, RTO 'TER, 9, WT^T w TOT grd, ^ f^rft-110002, sNR 

^TRTfeRff : M 4^TOHT, TO^TS, gRlf TT«TT H31 EfTRfcRf : 3^*KMK, ffik, gWRT, ggtftRR, ^McJT, 

groRt, iNtmk, tojt, mgr, Rngr, trr, ^ g*n f^rorngm frof tg t' i 


[U gq 4 ^t/^fr-2:1] 

• tft. ^i, ^n. ‘ggr* get ggra (gffro ^pRfof) 
New Delhi, the 4th September, 2006 

S. O. 3800, —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule ( 1 ) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1 987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

No. and year of the Indian 

Standards Established 

No. and year of Indian 
"Standards, if any, superseded 
by the New Indian Standard 

Date of 

Established 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1, 

IS 15680:2006 Guidelines for 
selection of steam traps 


31 July, 2006 

2 

IS 11114 (Part 2): 2006/ISO 6746-1:2003 
. Earth-moving machinery—Definitions 
of dimensions and codes : Part 2 Base 
machine (seoend revision) 

IS 11114 (Part 2): 1993/ISO 6746-1:1987 
Earth-moving machinery—Definitions 
and Symbols: Part 2 Base machine 
(first revision) 

30 June,2006 

3. 

IS 11114 (Part 3): 2006/ISO 6746-2:2003 
Earth-moving machinery—Definitions 
of dimensions and codes : Part 3 
Equipment and attachments 
(second revsion) 

IS 11114 (Part 3): 1993/ISO 6746-2:1987 
Earth-moving machinery—Definitions 
of dimensions and symbols : Part 3 
Equipment (first revision) 

31 July, 2006 


Copy of these Standards ares available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards. Manak Bhavan, 
9, Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices : New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, 
Mumbai and also Branch Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, 
Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 

[No. MED/G-2:1 ] 

C. K. VEDA, Set. ‘F & Head (Mechanical Engineering) 
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fer yr ^n fE h % qVrcw 

fe.ferlt, 15 fTRRSR, 2006 

^T.3TT. 3801.- fefeTTRifcTT^ cifl+ftd ’IF 
y rfl rf $ldl 1? 1W> il^f ^ RR P-K 

(RfecT-^TfeT 7RRET) SRT ^ hR^^H 

^ (ff°s41) Iciln^S £RT, ^JFlt 

31R ^-sO'M *K«kT< opt "3371 L H5Hdl5'i ^ yfen 

^ ffe ^ ^jrisft fefa fen t % m 4', fferf 
^TeTTFT f^5R 37T W&ffQ t sffr; ^7? fesRJTRTI 3 
7RRH STJTJ^t R of1%! f, ^Rfe ^ fetRFR cfij 3?fe ffejl 

"^ii k,; 

3R1:, 3TO, fefe? TTWR, '^feoRRl TsTfR^r RTfTRTffR 
(»Jp? R '3qfei *£ 3rf*F*R ^T 3rfe) 37fyf=m, 1962 ( 1962 
R^T 50) fe RRT 3 fe RR-RKT (1) SRI RRR VI fete <67 feW 
Ste 1^, ^77 «Jp? 3 RRfel ^ 3Tf*R6R <67 3?fe ^ ^ 
3Tfe 37RIR fe vfe u ll «h<a1 %; 

felf tefe, te 73377 3RJT£3t 3 cff% sjfa 4* feW t, 
cRT fete 3 ffefet 73377 fefem fe RKT 3 fe RT-RRT 
(1) ^ 3T*fe RTTcT ^ 7Rm 3 R*JT R3Jlffe7 W feRT^ETI 
fe fete RTRKR TSRRTT fe '3Rcr7«S7 3R7 St "tet f, fe 

feR, *jfR 3> dfe fatflk, «fe 3> 773*7 3*, ?lt 3>. 

fe. fefefe, R8R7 fetelft, fel (fe^RT) tfe^, % 
STlf^RTTHI R3R, Tfe^T 83t, 3^2, 7Ttfefe, felRJT, fet 

g ^-400614 Rm fei fete i 


r^i 

fffete 

W 

TTsN. 

^r^td "5^ 

sferTRf 

(fee. t[) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

TRW 

T^TefTJT 

W=fTT 

70/7 

00-27-00 

TRW 

WWi< 


62/3 

00-16-00 

TRW 

7snrjR£r 

TTR7T 

55/2 

00-06-00 




35/3 

00-09-00 

TRW 

T3MT^T 

^TR^Tt 

38 

00-29-00 

TRW 

MeRJT 


97/13 

00-03-00 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

TRW 

731^ 

37ITffel 

63/6 

00 - 02-00 




63/7 

00-17-00 




52/3 

00 - 12-00 

TRW 

73RTRJT 

fe^rst 

36/4 

00-14-00 

TRW 

73R7RJ7 

ferfefl 

100/9 

00 - 21-00 

TRW 

TgT^JTJT 

^TRTIR 

94 

00-90-00 




54 

00 - 01-00 

TRW 

^RW 

3R# 

4 

00 - 01-00 

TRW 

■^vw 

3T^rm 

13 

00-13-00 

TRW 

^«TW 

^TTTRWt 

36 

00-28-00 

TRW 

■^RW 

W^CIHISI 

8 

00-43-00 

TRW 

Rfeel 

Rterwr 

61/1 

00-32-00 

TRW 

Rferr 

feR 

83/5 

00-07-00 

TRJW 

•qrfer 

^1 

118 

00 - 12-00 

TRW 

■qfecT 

fesr^ 

59/5 

00-05-00 




60/5 

00-04-00 

TRW 

Tfe 


59 

00-25-00 




69 

00 - 10-00 

TRW 

Tfe 

^rferr. 

481 

00-06-00 

TRW 

RRRira 

ffelHJT 

73 

00-14-00 

TRW 

RRW 


137/1 

00-01-50 




112/27* 

00-05-00 




112 / 2 ^t 





125/Zfe 

00-07-20 

TRW 

Hpl'S 

T^ 

6/3TT 

00-06-00 


6/33t 

6/4R 


00-07-00 

6/43t+6 

6/1 00-05-00 


88/1 00-61-00 


6/5 00-01-00 


TRW TaTcfFJT Sffecft 25 00-09-00 _ 6/7 00-04-00 

TRW TsTrai^T ffett 62/8 00-29-00 [9>T. 77 . RTT-14014/12/06-fete. (RRT-VI)] 

TRi j i-s <alcni^< 63/4 _ 00-16-00 tir. t|u^el ) 37 ^ ^f€ f e | 
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MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 
New Delhi, the 15th September, 2006 

S.O. 3801. —Whereas it appears to the Cen¬ 
tral Government that it is necessary in the public interest 
that for the transportation of natural gas through Dahej- 
Hazira-Uran and its spur pipeline (Panvel-Dabhol section) 
in the State of Maharashtra, a pipeline should be laid by 
the GAIL (India) Limited; 

And, whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is neces¬ 
sary to acquire the Right of User in the land under which 
the said pipeline is proposed to be laid and which is de¬ 
scribed in the Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Min¬ 
erals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 
1962, the Central Government hereby declares its intention 
to acquire the right of user therein. 

Any person interested in the land described in the 
said Schedule may, within twenty one days from the date 
on which the copies of the notification issued under Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the 
Gazette of India are made available to the general public, 
object in writing to the laying of the pipeline under the land 
to Shri K.N. Kashivale, Competent Authority,'GAIL (India) 
Limited, GAIL Ashiyana Building, Sector 8B, 3D2, C.B.D., 
Belapur, Navi Mumbai - 400614 (Maharashtra). 

SCHEDULE 


District 

Taluka Village 

Survey 

No. 

Area to be 
acquired for 
ROU(inHect) 

1 

2 3 

4 

5 

Raigad 

Khalapur Vadaval 

ion 

00-27-00 

Raigad 

Khalapur Dhamani 

62/3 

00-1600 

Raigad 

Khalapur Sarang 

5512 

000600 



35/3 

000900 

Raigad 

Khalapur Dhami 

38 

00-2900 

Raigad 

Khalapur Lodivali 

97/13 

000300 



88/1 

00-6100 

Raigad 

Khalapur Dahiwali 

25 

000900 

Raigad 

Khalapur Nimbode 

62/8 

00-2900 

Raigad 

Khalapur Asroti 

63/4 

00-1600 



63/6 

000200 



63/7 

00-1700 



52 13 

00-1200 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Raigad 

Khalapur Khambe- 

36/4 

00-1400 



wadi 



Raigad 

Khalapur Nigdoli 

100/9 

00-2100 

Raigad 

Kalapur 

Kargaon 

91 

00-9000 




54 

0001-00 

Raigad 

SudhagadKarchunde 4 

000100 

Raigad 

SudhagadAdulse 

13 

00-1300 

Raigad 

SudhagadKasarwadi 36 

00-2800 

Raigad 

SudhagadJambulpada 8 

004300 

Raigad 

Panvel 

Bhokarpada61/l 

00-3200 

Raigad 

Panvel 

Poyanje 

83/5 

000700 

Raigad 

Panvel 

Shedunge 

118 

00-1200 

Raigad 

Panvel 

Chikhale 

59/5 

000500 




60/5 

000400 

Raigad 

Roha 

Bale 

59 

00-2500 




69 

00 -10-00 

Raigad 

Roha 

Durtoli 

481 

000600 

Raigad 

Mangaon Nizampur 

73 

00-1400 

Raigad 

Mangaon Lonere 

137/1 

0001-50 




112/2A 

000500 




112/2B 





125/2B 

0007-20 

Raigad 

Mahad 

Khaire 

6/3A | 

000600 




6/3B 1 





6/4A > 

| 00-0700 




6/4B+6 1 

j 





6/1 

000500 




6/5 

00-0100 




6/7 

000400 


[F. No. L-14014/12/06-G.P. (Part-VI)] 
S. B. MANDAL, Under Secy. 

15 r*W«R 2006 

epT.an. 3802 .A ^ 
simw -srafa i fa A 
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F PR ) 5R1 Hi'fjfeh ^ 

Mftw ($fe54l) fefats SRf, FIT 

sfk TRFR fe <5<*d 9154<Hl£*1 fatflA ^ TPfeR 
^ 1Ffa 1fe ^r *jfa 3, ffer4 
Wrai^T teR FT RRTRT t afafR 3rfq^RT 3 
RRR 3Tjg4t 4 i, ^Rlbl i£ srfFlTR FT 3T^ fFF 

3RT:, 3R, c^^Qq m°hK, 3^ igpl'*) HI^HCII^’I 

( *jfa 4* ^ 3lfw FT 3T^r) 3TfaPm, 1962 (1962 

FT 50)Ft *TRT 3 Ft '3R-FTT ( 1) ^RT 3PRT FT y*4l J I 

45 <d FL "3R *jfa 4' 3M*ibl 4> 3?ft|FR FT 3T4'T FT^ 4> 
3R^ 3TRRT Ft Rfem FRft f; 

^ifel, *ft FRT 4 * Ff% *jfa 4 few %, 

3R clRfe 3 ftlRFt ^FT 3TfafelR Ft «TTTT 3 Ft ^T-FTT 
( 1) ^ 3T*fe VRd TTF^ 4‘ R*TT RFTfe<T IR 3Tf*RJFTT 
Ft RfelT RT9k u l ^Hdl fe ‘3 t lcT®T «t»<I 4t 'Jlldl ^’, 5<**0-w fel 
4> *ftcR, 4> ^Tt4 HlSHdl^l fFtJPJ Rft 4t r 4*I 4, Sit 4>. 
FI. Ffifleld, RSTR RTfaFRt, fef ($fe5F) fefats, fef 
3TffeqHT RFT, i&m 8Rt, 3^2, Rt.4Ut., %TF> Fit 
F^~40614 (RFRTCJ) fe fafisM ^T 4' 37T^T fel R^TT I 


3*OT* 


fecTT 

A ^ 


3TR,3Tl.^. 

(fe. ^) 

dSfild RR 

1 

2 3 

4 

5 

TRlfel 

RSFI4 fe# 

128/11 

00-02-00 

triM 


179/341 

00-03-00 

triM 

R£H J I£ FSF„ 

878 

00-22-00 

triM 

fat 

164/1 

00-01-00 



10/1 

00-09-00 



9/R 




9/l4t 

00-06-00 



9/2 




165/1 ^ 6 

00-17-00 



53/1 $-21 

00-29-00 


[m r. ft- 

14014/12/06-viftrft. (*FR1-V)] 


FI. 4t. F^T, 3RR Rfe 


New Delhi, the 15th September, 2006 

S.O. 3802.—Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that it is necessary in the public interest that 
for the transportation of natural gas through Dahej-Hazira- 
Uran and its spur pipeline (Panvel-Dabhol section) in the 
State of Maharashtra, a pipeline should be laid by the GAIL 
(India) Limited; 

And, whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is neces¬ 
sary to acquire the Right of User in the land under which 
the said pipeline is proposed to be laid and which is 
described in the Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Min¬ 
erals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 
1962, the Central Government hereby declares its intention 
to acquire the right of user therein. 

Any person interested in the land described in the 
said Schedule may. within twenty one days from the date 
on which the copies of the notification issued under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the 
Gazette of India are made available to the general public, 
object in writing to the laying of the pipeline under the land 
to Shri K.N. Kashivale, Competent Authority, GAIL (India) 
Limited, GAIL Ashiyana Building, Sector 8B, 3D2, C.B.D., 
Belapur, Navi Mumbai - 400614 (Maharashtra). 


SCHEDULE 


District Taluka Village 

Survey 

No. 

Area to be 
acquired for 
ROU(iriHect.) 

1 2 3 

4 

5 

Ratnagiri Mandangad Vinhe 

128/11. 

oao2-oo 

Ratnagiri Mandangad Valote 

179/3B 

00-03-00 

Ratnagiri Mandangad Kuduk 

878 

00 -22-00 

Ratnagiri Mandangad Tide 

164/1 

00 -01-00 


10/1 

00-09-00 


9/1A 



9/1B 

00-06-00 


9/2 



165/1 to 6 00-17-00 


53/1 to 21 00-29-00 


[F. No. L-14014/12/06-G.P. (Part-V)] 
S. B. MANDAL, Under Secy. 




[ ^FTII—3(ii) ] _ W : fadHC 23, 200 6/aTTf?^ 1; 1928 8139 

M 18 faflMW , 2006 

33. OT. 3803.— TOf 3% Wl«ftr1 % 3? 3mi$335 FlcH % HSKT^ T133 

% ?fi%t (j%) % 335 # (sfijt) 335 swcnft % m j i PH-un otkt 35 3 R 36 H 35 faq fe-^H 
%#I33 g^qftsH sin %3> Rmm wmf smft gift^ ; 

$ir 3>%fa 3T35R 3% wwr RreRt 3> 3%>m 3> 3? 3mre33> mfa #mi% fc 

i$t ^ % ^r is % *im<*s sgqjt % sftfa I, foRis-m w^nF ^ ^ wml, ot%i 

* 3#J^F 351 3P%3 fosi ^ ; 

■3es -am, %%fci sssrc, % igRui 'wiW* OjRt % 333tn % 3ifti35iT 351 aisfa) 

nRlRlilH, 1962 (1962 351 50) «§ 31S 3 3% 333TCT (l) 5RT 33rt SjlftrPfi 351 331% 3^ g%, 3S 
Tjft % 333%T % 3lftl351T 351 3T3fa 35T% <fe 313% 3TO13 3% sflW 35T%1 I ; 

35tf °3f%3, 3% 33S % #Rl »jf% *1 f|?13^ I, 3* fnffe % Pw35t ?S aife^RT % 

pssrcsife immji 3§t sfM mim 3 % 3s?i®j 3571 %t jh# f,, 533%s fts % ^jRr 3 ; 
%l% W'raiF fa5I% 311% 35 felT 3S% 3331% 3> 3lRl35R 3> 3T%3 3> Wl % S%. mfol 3mm , 

wi sifomft, gmf-g% 3i?3Wf Rrcsrc mR^I-hhi (#% % wft 335 gjmsrft % 3 *%), 

35i9feH RiRu^, %3i fer, mismsi - ijs 3 F ^Rt, ?kiw - 411 028 (5% few) , 


>WJ 3% frfel S3 % <3T1^PT %3133531 




1 


TT^T S 


m 

h. 

wimm 

^ef 


HM 




ffer 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

a 

8 

1 

«jfe ^ 


401 


00 

12 

50 




400 


00 

02 

71 




375 


00 

02 

18 




392 


00 

01 

68 




596 


00 

09 

84 

r~ 




W 

El 

28 


2 

mm< 


905 


00 

24 

■ 66 

h 





El 

24 

66 

3 



256 

6 

00 

04 


r - 





MM 

04 

SB 

4 

Rl3"ft 


214 


00 

06 

89 






K9 

06 

89 


2X07 Gl/06—10 
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• mnmm 1201 00 02 69 


1260 00 01 36 

1236 00 12 48 

1117 00 08 93 

1114 00 03 78 

1113 00 06 12 

1111 00 01 67 

1118 00 15 64 



New Delhi, the 18th September, 2006 


[WL U 1015/29/2004 

% jjlwQ, 3WR 

s. o. 3MJ.— Whereas It appears to the Central Covemment that It is necessary in the 
public interest that tor the transportation of petroleum products from Loni (Pune) to Pakni 
(Sotapur) via Hazarwadi in the State of Maharashtra, an extension pipeline should be laid by 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, It Is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline is 
proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty one 
days from the date on which the copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein for 
laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri Sanjeev Jadhav, Competent Authority, Mumbai-Pune 
Pipeline Extension Project (from Loni to Pakni via Hazarwadi), Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited, Mega Center, Magarpatta - M & N Wing, Hadapsar - 411 028 (Pune District), 
Maharashtra. 






[Mmil—-er*s3(ii)] 


TO Mil TPrm : 23, 2006/^TTfTMM 1, 1928 


Taluka: KAOEGAON 




SCHEDULE 


District: SANGU 


8 VADIYE RAYBAGH 


8 SHELEGBAV 


1261 

1260 

1236 

1117 
1114 
1113 
1111 

1118 


8tato: MAHARASHTRA 


Subdivision_ Aiss _ 

Wo. [Hectare (Ars] Sq.mt 



00 02 69 

00 01 35 

00 12 48 

00 08 93 

00 03 78 

00 06 12 

00 01 67 

00 15 64 


Total 


Total 





18 ttnWR, 2006 


1015/29/2604-0. R.-Ill 
A GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 


3n. 3804.- mm & far $ vmsm gcfm % fa shorst Jf srcft ft 

Xfjq ft Vll^fcfa % % qfcrOT % faq 3TPW fifes' 5RI U 3TI7.- 

q^.q^.^. nrr #> wm ftg qs> qisros? fftmf ^rnr gifeq; 


3?R RT^it qft rj^rf qjfWf* ftW % TO^R cfi faq TOiT SfaT F fa OTT ^ if, 

sfr ^ 3?f^RT ft ¥R ft crf^TrT % STR fa*R MT^!^ ffttfiq Snft TOR I, STOn A 

3rrf^RbTT 3>T 3T^H fa<ll ^iq; 

3Trt: 3R, RR5R, *3fa?r WW ft OTJftT $ OT^tTT 3RR) STfafftzR, 

1962 (196 2 g>T 50) c& yrcr 3 sft 3WTT (1) 5RT SSrT Slfafif ; 9#T m\ §q, ^ 
tam % aitar gn tan ta g> ta ansro tan tat I; 
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^ % crftlRT R f % ZB cTTfte % W cfc TETO" 

w toRtci 3#rgrRT^ gfMnrarpjT trctt 3T?r3T ^rr^^mcft I, 

^ OTTFT c£ 3tRott TT SJjfr ^7% % 3l% TlfW^T f^T % Tm R 

^ ifft^r W - 7 p<Tf, qftcs ^ '3F3TT '3Tfe^T7t / W Snfteft, 3TFET 

3TTT-2/18. TR TTT, TlfrwiclK (3TTT <£f fofe?T *T 3TT%T TFT R^TT I 


r\ "\ r\ 

r\ 

1 - 


?T 

d^rn : RRM J K 

l-rl^ll : BIM9I414 

: Mi 94 




tTW 


BET 3>T TFT 

£EUl HteMI 


ZFi 

cfMW 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 - 

405 

0 

06 

95 

403 

0 

00 

30 

396 

0 

19 

04 

402 

0 

17 

46 

398 

0 

00 

20 

401 

0 

10 

69 

415 

0 

11 

40 

388 

0 

03 

03 

416 

* 0 

11 

76 

387 

0 

04 

39 

386 

0 

'13 

19 

385 

0 

23 

88 

2. ^Rirmfcft 

770 

0 

04 

72 

769 

0 

02 

85 

768 

0 

02 

14 

766 

0 

26 

37 

736 

0 

09 

09 

764 

0 

14 

28 

763 

0 

05 

18 

760 

0 

03 

39 

759 

0 

04 

12 

755 

0 

05 

99 

754 

0 

00 

71 

744 

0 

07 

13 

747 

0 

02 

38 

746 

0 

04 

90 

737 

0 

04 

36 

740 

0 

07 

23 















[^TFt II—TSF 7 ?? 3(ii)] 


MTt?T *TJT 23, 2006/3«fif c H 1, '*928 



3 

0 

0 


w 

IHESuSI 

4 

5 

06 

89 

06 

51 

02 

85 

02 

14 

02 

14 

49 

64 

22 

28 

00 

36 

00 

89 

15 

14 

27 

09 

28 

51 

20 

67 

00 

36 

04 

63 

09 

27 

00 

53 

00 

36 

19 

07 

06 

42 

11 

41 

00 

53 

00 

53 

11 

76 

03 

75 

16 

93 

00 

36 

02 

50 

00 

89 

00 

89 

00 

53 

10 

69 

03 

80 

00 

63 

00 

95 

00 

53 

00 

48 
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l : ~ 








w 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

511 

0 

02 

77 

512 

0 

06 

95 

513 

0 

01 

* 39 

510 

0 

00 

36 

491 

0 

05 

97 

492 

0 

02 

52 

489 

0 

00 

36 

488 

0 

00 

53 

482 

0 

12 

47 

468 

0 

00 

36 

467 

0 

00 

89 

470 

0 

00 

20 

405 

0 

04 

10 

404 

0 

01 

03 

403 

0 

01 

54 

402 

0 

19 

27 

401 

0 

01 

29 

395 

0 

31 

01 

396 

0 

14 

08 

388 

0 

03 

17 

385 

0 

21 

74 

386 

0 

01 

43 

3. 

297 

0 

17 

02 

298 

0 

12 

83 

299 

0 

08 

87 

300 

0 

01 

07 

301 

0 

00 

79 

302 

. 0 

00 

79 

303 

0 

00 

83 

304 

0 

00 

59 

276 

0 

00 

36 

275 

0 

00 

89 

244/541 

0 

09 

27 

241 

0 

03 

, 56 












t VfT n—W*S 3(ii)] W yf Tnm : 23, 2006/3TTfy=R 1, 1928_8145 


«... 



•V 




•\ "V 

w 

r r\ 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

245 

0 

21 

02 

246 

0 

01 

19 

247 

0 

00 

79 

240 

0 

00 

24 

250 

0 

01 

19 

248 

0 

10 

69 

249 

0 

06 

95 

343 

0 

00 

40 

344 

0 

00 

89 

203 

0 

12 

47 

204 

0 

30 

03 

205 

0 

02 

85 

191 

0 

00 

53 

181 

0 

22 

81 

162 

0 

03 

97 

159 

0 

04 

28 

86 

0 

57 

74 

80 

0 

02 

61 

74 

0 

00 

53 

4 . fare; <MHK3< 

341 

0 

12 

65 

323 

0 

01 

43 

269 


10 

34 

266 


34 

39 

270 


01 

03 

271 


01 

54 

267 

0 


20 

279 

0 

20 

49 


260 

0 

16 

67 

281 

0 

02 

49 

288 

0 

00 

53 

289 

0 

00 

98 

290 

0 

06 

86 

291 

0 

07 

84 

292 

0 

07 

84 
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1 1 ~ 




<atul i 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

293 

0 

07 

84 

294 

0 

07 

13 

295 

0 

13 

85 

297 

0 

00 

62 

298 

0 

00 

71 

299 

0 

03 

80 

300 

0 

00 

71 

301 

0 

18 

• 71 

243 

0 

00 

71 

50 

0 

15 

33 

49 

0 

10 

69 

47 

0 

00 

20 

46 

0 

05 

94 

45 

0 

03 

36 

44 

0 

00 

59 

40 

0 

09 

62 

41 

0 

00 

53 

42 

0 

00 

89 

39 

0 

06 

28 

38 

0 

00 

71 

37 

0 

00 

53 

33 

0 

02 

38 

16 

0 

01 

54 

9 

0 

11 

12 

8 

0 

08 

55 

7 

0 

03 

56 

6 

0 . 

04 

28 

5 

0 

13 

54 

4 

0 

07 

66 

3 

0 

04 

63 

1 

0 

00 

89 

5. ’Tft 

47 

0 

08 

28 

46 

0 

01 

32 

44 

0 

00 

88 
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| #4 -TFT 


r 

•\ 

w 

C 

i 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

43 

0 

06 

12 

42 

0 

22 

86 

41 

0 

08 

64 

40 

0 

00 

54 

39 

0 

02 

64 

38 

0 

00 

63 

36 

0 

00 

40 

35 

0 

17 

64 

34 

0 

00 

18 

33 

0 

00 

72 

26 

0 

09 

54 

22 

0 

01 

04 

23 

0 

01 

56 

21 

0 

30 

60 

16 

0 

00 

88 

17 

0 

26 

10 

15 

0 

00 

20 

18 

0 

00 

54 

19 

0 

00 

36 

6. inf# 

392 

0 

■ 00 

89 

393 

0 

01 

07 

394 

0 

01 

39 

395 

0 

00 

48 

391 

0 

01 

78 

390 

0 

00 

20 

389 

0 

04 

60 

388 

0 

06 

47 


387 

0 

07 

31 


386 

0 

01 

07 

385 

0 

00 

71 

384 

0 

01 

25 

383 

• 0 

01 

25 

381 

0 

14 

61 

380 

0 

00 

36 


2807 GI/06—11 
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T TTcf 3)T ^IPf 




T 






4 

5 

02 

87 

00 

20 

17 

. 86 

05 

22 

17 

69 

00 

53 

04 

83 

02 

38 

00 

53 

12 

83 

11 

58 

00 

20 

00 

53 

22 

10 




379 
616 
617 
612 
611 
606 
. 595 

594 

592/663 

592 

591 

618 

278 

289 .• 

290 

291 
295 
294 
561 
424 

382 

383 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


00 

00 

18 

10 

01 

00 

07 

02 


27 

89 

53 

34 

43 

20 

67 


384 

0 

03 

21 

385 

0 

02 

22 

380 

0 

00 

65 

386 

0 

00 

20 

379 

0 

02 

19 

378 

0 

01 

66 

376 

0 

03 

21 

375 

0 

07 

72 

374 

0 

08 

38 

372 

0 

04 

95 

371 

0 

03 

47 

363 

0 

02 

08 



HTOT WT? : fw^TC 23, 2006/«nf^T 11928 


8149 


twin—Tsn^3(ii>] 


^ t\\q =n*r 




«v “v 


c.c\ „ 




2 

3 

4 

5 

368 

0 

00 

79 

367 

0 

10 

89 

392 

0 

02 

13 

8.^iy 

309 

0 

00 

53 

311 

0 

01 

72 

310 

0 

05 

33 

312 

0 

00 

48 

307 

• 0 

01 

80 

306 

0 

00 

83 

305 

0 

02 

67 

313 

0 

06 

53 

319 

0 

07 

13 

318 

0 

01 

29 

320 

0 

05 

35 

321 

0 

07 

66 

322 

0 

25 

66 

323 

0 

01 

27 

324 

0 

19 

58 

328 

0 

00 

59 

329 

0 

03 

02 

330/722 

0 

00 

36 

331 

0 

00 

53 

332 

0 

19 

25 

334 

0 

00 

53 

342 

0 

00 

20 

341 

0 

09 

72 

340 

0 

02 

97 

345 

‘ 0 

07 

13 

339/707 

0 

01 

90 

33P 

0 

16 

57 

352 

0 

00 

53 

354 

0 

28 

51 

360 

0 

13 

54 

361 

0 

00 

















8152 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 23, 2006/AftViNA 1,1928 [Part II^Sec. 3(ii)] 


1 

T TTH 3>T HR 







w 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

575 

0 

15 

21 

573 

0 

02 

06 

568 

0 

23 

82 

567 

0 

00 

36 

566 

0 

00 

89 

565 

0 

02 

32 

559 

0 

01 

68 

560 

0 

04 

01 

561 

0 

11 

68 

562 

0 

00 

36 

563 

0 

00 

20 

557 

0 

00 

98 

11. UlfacHPK 

1950 

0 

00 

53 

1949 

0 

29 

39 

1943 

0 

00 

53 

1903 

0 

11 

58 

1939 

0 

43 

48 

1878 

0 

00 

53 

1877 

0 

00 

36 

1832 

0 

07 

31 

1838 

0 

00 

22 

1839 

0 

00 

30 

1841 

0 

00 

59 

1829 

0 

00 

. 20 

1833 

0 

04 

12 

1826 

0 

06 

42 

1816 

0 

04 

63 

1812 

0 

00 

40 

1811 

0 

04 

79 

1810 

0 

06 

92 

1808 

0 

00 

20 

1802 

0 

00 

53 

1803 

0 

00 

36 

1799 

0 

06 

06 












t 'TFT II—3(ii)] 


TTO : f^T^fT 23, 2006/3Tlt^T 1, 1928 


WK 


8133 


^ITcf 3>T ’TFT 






CI<I<S1<1T 


2 ! 

3 

4 

5 

1737 

0 

03 

48 

1798 

0 

03 

80 

1794 

0 

06 

42 

1795 

0 

03 

30 

1787 

0 

19 

25 

1879 

0 

00 

71 

1880 

0 

00 

89 

1301 

0 

05 

17 

1302 

0 

00 

89 

1305 

0 

03 

08 

1308 

0 

00 

20 

1306 

0 

01 

58 

1307 

0 

02 

77 

1309 

0 

02 

38 

1310 

0 

02 

38 

1311 

0 

08 

38 

1312 

0 

02 

77 

1318 

0 

02 

61 

1745 

0 

00 

20 

1439 

0 

00 

89 

1744 

0 

05 

88 

1741 

0 

08 

91 

1740 

0 

03 

92 

1739 

0 

04 

90 

1738 

0 

04 

37 

1737 

0 

05 

35 

1736 

0 

02 

85 

1724 

0 

00 

71 

721/2093 

0 

00 

79 

1688 

0 

00 

71 

1687 

0 

00 

71 

1685 

0 

00 

35 

1686 

0 

20 

67 

1445 

0 

00 

71 
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[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 23,2006/AS VINA 1,1928 






qsr 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

in 

0 

10 

69 

141 

0 

00 

89 

142 

0 

29 

22 

143 

0 

11 

23 

150 

0 

00 

71 

137 

0 

00 

36 

136 

0 

02 

36 

182 

0 

01 

74 

180 

0 

00 

89 

181 

0 

00 

89 

178 

0 

22 

45 

179 

0 

23 

52 

351 

0 

04 

44 

352 

0 

02 

57 

350 

0 

06 

06 

320 

0 

04 

45 

321 

0 

05 

52 

347 

0 

01 

38 

348 

0 

01 

43 

346 

0 

03 

56 

345 

0 

06 

75 

344 

0 

00 

20 

331 

0 

05 

29 

333 

0 

02 

91 

334 

0 

00 

25 

332 

0 

03 

21 

474 

0 

07 

48 

473 

0 

09 

71 

472 

o ! 

10 

34 

470 

0 

07 

66 

469 

0 

00 

20 

502 

0 

13 

72 

503 

0 

20 

67 

517 

0 

17 

28 








[^RII—TSr*5 3(il)J 

MTOT tfil TFTO : pTcIWl 23, 2006/3Tlf^R 1, 1928 


8155 




■ 

--— 







1--- 

^ -Ain- 





I i 

2 

5— 

4 

5 


523 

0 

10 

04 


526 

0 

00 

30 


524 

0 

08 

55 


521 

0 

00 

59 


531 

0 

01 

30 


530 

0 

07 

48 


533 

0 

02 

02 


534 

0 

18 

35 


535 

0 

00 

99 


532 

0 

01 

19 

. 1 ■ —n _ _ 

1721 

0 

56 

61 


[m U t^-14014/29/2006-^M.] 


T^. W^, sm 

New Delhi ( the 18th September, 2006 

S, 0. 3804.— Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary in 
the public interest that for the transportation of Natural Gas from Dadri in the State of 
Uttar Pradesh to Panipat in the State of Haryana j " R-LNG Spur pipeline from Dadri 

to Panipat", should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid, and which is described in the Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said schedule may, within twenty one days 
from the date on which the copies of this notification issued under sub-section(l) of 
Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette of India, are made available to the 
general public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of 
the pipeline under the land, to Shri Birendra Kumar Gupta,Sr.Land Acquisition Officer/ 
Competent Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, R - 2/18 Raj Nagar Ghaziabad, 
(Uttar Pradesh). 


2807 GI/06—12 
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[Part II —Sec. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 23,2006/AS VINA 1,1928 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil: Modinagar 

District: Ghaziabad 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

1 

2 


1. MOHIUDDINPUR HISALI 405 

403 

396 

402 

398 

401 

415 
388 

416 
387 
386 
385 

2. BASANTPUR SAINTLI 770 

769 

768 

766 

736 
764 
763 
760 
759 
755 
754 

744 
747 
746 

737 

740 

741 

745 
653 


State: Uttar Pradesh 


Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

3 

4 

5 

0 

06 

95 

0 

00 

30 

0 

19 

04 

0 

17 

46 

0 

00 

20 

0 

10 

69 

0 

11 

40 

0 

03 

03 

0 

11 

76 

0 

04 

39 

0 

13 

19 

0 

23 

88 

0 

04 

72 

0 

02 

85 , 

0 

02 

14 

0 

26 

37 

0 

09 

09 

0 

14 

28 

0 

05 

18 

0 

03 

39 

0 

04 

12 

0 

05 

99 

0 

00 

71 

0 

07 

13 

0 

02 

38 

0 

04 

90 

0 

04 

36 

0 

07 

23 

0 

06 

89 

0 

06 

51 

0 

02 

85 




















[MFTII—TSP*S> 3(ii)] 

WSPTTTsm : 23,'2006/3nfaR 1, 1928 
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Area 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

652 

0 

02 

14 

651 

0 

02 

14 

614 

0 

49 

64 

615 

0 

22 

28 

586 

0 

00 

36 

585 

0 

00 

89 

325 

0 

15 

14 

327 

0 

27 

09 

329 

0 

28 

51 

330 

0 

20 

67 

- 

331 

0 

00 

36 

333 

0 

04 

63 

334 

0 

09 

27 

335 

0 

00 

53 

351 

0 

00 

36 

350 

0 

19 

07 

352 

0 

06 

42 

353 

0 

11 

41 

354 

0 

00 

53 

355 

0 

00 

53 

358 

0 

11 

76 

360 

0 

03 

75 

361 

0 

16 

93 

362 

0 

00 

36 

559 

0 

02 

50 

558 

0 

00 

89 

557 

0 

00 

89 

538 

0 

00 

53 

479 

0 

• 10 

69 

478 

0 

03 

80 

480 

0 

00 

63 

481 

0 

00 

95 

520 

0 

00 

53 

521 

0 

00 











8158 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER23,2006/ASVINA1,1928 [Part II— Sec. 3(H)) 


Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

. .2 _ 

3 

4 

5 

511 

0 

02 

77 

'512 

0 

06 

95 

513 

0 

01 

39 

510 

0 

00 

36 

491 

0 

05 

97 

492 

0 

02 

52 

489 

0 

00 

36 

488 

0 

00 

53 

482 

0 

12 

47 

468 

0 

00 

36 

467 

0 

00 

89 

470 

0 

00 

20 

405 

0 

04 

10 

404 

0 

01 

03 

403 

0 

01 

54 

402 

0 

19 

27 

401 

0 

01 

29 

395 

0 

31 

01 

396 

0 

14 

08 

388 

0 

03 

17 

385 

0 

21 

74 

386 

0 

01 

43 

3. NABIPUR , 

297 

0 

17 

02 

298 

0 

12 

83 

299 

0 

08 

87 

300 

0 

01 

07 

301 

0 

00 

79 

302 

0 

00 

79 

303 

0 

00 

83 

304 

0 

00 

59 

276 

0 

00 

36 

275 

0 

00 

89 

244/541 

0 

09 

27 

241 

0 

03 

56 
















[ MFTII—^^3(ii)] 

■TO ^ 23, 2006/^lf^ 1, 1928 
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Name of Village 

' 

Khasra No. 


Area 

— 

Hectare 

Are . 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

245 

0 

21 

02 

246 

0 

01 

19 

247 

0 

00 

79 

240 

0 

00 

24 

250 

0 

01 

19 

248 

0 

10 

69 

249 

0 

06 

95 

343 

0 

00 

40 

344 

0 

00 

89 

203 

0 

12 

47 

204 

0 

30 

03 

205 

0 

02 

85 

191 

0 

00 

53 

181 

0 

22 

81 

182 

0 

03 

97 

159 

0 

04 

28 

88 

0 

57 

74 

80 

0 

02 

61 

74 

0 

00 

53 

4. MILAK CHAKARPUR 

341 

0 

12 

65 

323 

0 

01 

43 

269 

0 

10 

34 

268 

0 

34 

39 

270 

0 

01 

03 

271 

0 

01 

54 

267 

0 

00 

20 

- 

279 

0 

20 

49 

280 

0 

16 

67 

281 

0 

02 

49 

288 

0 

00 

53 

289 

0 

00 

98 

290 

0 

.06 

86 

291 

0 

07 

84 

292 

0 

07 

84 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 23 ? 2006/AS VINA 1,1928 [Part II— Sec . 3(ii)J 




Area 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

293 

0 

07 

84 

294 

0 

07 

13 

>95 

0 

13 

85 

297 

0 

00 

62 

298 

0 

00 

71 

299 

0 

03 

80 

300 

0 

00 

71 

301 

0 

18 

71 

243 

0 

00 

71 

50 

0 

15 

33 

49 

0 

10 

69 

47 

0 

00 

20 

46 

0 

05 

94 

45 

0 

03 

36 

44 

0 

00 

59 

40 

0 

09 

62 

41 

0 

00 

53 

42 

0 

00 

89 

39 

0 

06 

28 

38 

0 

00 

71 

37 

0 

00 

53 

33 

0 

02 

38 

16 

0 

01 

54 

9 

0 

11 

12 

8 

0 

08 

55 

7, 

0 

03 

56 

6 

0 

04 

28 

5 

0 

13 

54 

4 

0 

07 

66 

3 

0 

04 

63 

1 

0 

00 

89 

5. KISHAN CHANDPUR PATTI 47 

0 

08 

28 

46 

0 

01 

32 

44 

0 

00 

88 













t MFT n—3(ii) ] 


VTOT TP3m : fatT*3R 23, 2006/snf^T 1, 1928 


8161 




Area 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

i ' 

2 

3 

4 

5 1 

43 

0 

06 

12 

42 

0 

22 

86 

41 

0 

08 

64 

40 

0 

00 

54 

39 

0 

02 

64 

38 

0 

00 

63 

36 

0 

00 

40 

35 

0 

17 

64 

34 

0 

00 

18 

33 

0 

00 

72 

. 26 

0 

09 

54 

22 

0 

01 

04 

23 

0 

01 

56 

21 

0 

30 

60 

16 

0 

00 

88 

17 

0 

26 

10 

15 

0 

00 

20 

18 

0 

00 

54 

19 

0 

00 

36 

6. MANAULI 

392 

0 

00 

89 

393 

0 

01 

07 

394 

0 

01 

39 

395 

0 

00 

48 

391 

0 

01 

78 

390 

0 

00 

20 

389 

0 

04 

60 

388 

0 

06 

47 

387 

0 

07 

31 

386 

0 

01 . 

07 

385 

0 

00 

71 

384 

0 

01 

25 

383 

0 

01 

25 

381 

0 

14 

61 

380 

0 

00 

36 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 23,2006/AS VINA 1,1928 


[Part II— SEci.3(ii)] 




Area 

Name of Village 

■ 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

— 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

i 

2 

3 

4 

_5_ 

379 

0 

02 

87 

7. SULTANNAGAR CHAJJUPUR 616 

0 

00 

20 

617 

0 

17 

86 

612 

0 

05 

22 

611 

0 

17 

69 

606 

0 

00 

53 

595 

0 

04 

83 

594 

0 

02 

38 

592/663 

0 

00 

53 

592 

0 

12 

83 

591 

0 

11 

58 

618 

0 

00 

20 

278 

0 

00 

53 

289 

0 

22 

10 

290 

0 

00 

27 

291 

0 

00 

89 

295 

0 

18 

53 

294 

0 

10 

34 

561 

0 

01 

43 

424 

0 

00 

20 

382 

0 

07 

67 

383 

0 

02 

23 

384 

0 

03 

21 

385 

0 

02 

22 

380 

0 

oo' 

65 

386 

0 

00 

20 

379 

0 

02 

19 

378 

0 

01 

66 

376 

0 

03 

21 

375 

0 

07 

72 

374 

0 

08 

38 

372 

0 

04 

95 

371 

0 

03 

47 

363 

0 

02 

08 















[MFTII—7§P^3(ii)] 

'TTCTT 23, 2006/^nf^n, 1928 

* 
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r 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 


Area 


Hectare 

• 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

368 

0 

00 

79 

367 

0 

10 

89 

392 

0 

02 

13 

8. HUSA1NPUR 

309 

0 

00 

53 

311 

0 

01 

72 

310 

0 

05 

33 

312 

0 

00 

48 

307 

0 

01 

80 

306 

0 

00 

83 

305 

0 

02 

67 

313 

0 

06 

53 

319 

0 

07 

13 

318 

0 

01 

29 

320 

0 

05 

35 

321 

0 

07 

66 

322 

0 

25 

66 

323 

0 

01 

27 

324 

0 

19 

58 

328 

0 

00 

59 

329 

0 

03 

02 

330/722 

0 

00 

36 

331 

0 

00 

53 

332 

0 

19 

25 

334 

0 

00 

53 

342 

0 

00 

20 

341 

0 

09 

72 

340 

0 

02 

97 

345 

0 

07 

13 

339/707 

0 

01 

90 

339 

0 

16 

57 

352 

0 

00 

53 

354 

0 

28 

51 

360 

0 

13 

54 

361 

0 

.00 

71 


2807 GI/U6—13 


/ 
















8 164 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 23,2006/ASVINA 1, 1928 [Part II— Sec. 3 (ii)J 


------ —“ 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 


Area 


Hectare 

' 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

366 

0 

09 

27 

364 

0 

00 

53 

365 

0 

09 

52 

■ $ 

363 

0 

00 

27 

9. ROHILLAPUR 

699 

0 

00' 

54 

681 

0 

11 

34 

609 

0 

01 

56 

552 

0 

00 

70 

553 

0 

11 

34 

554 

0 

01 

98 

555 

0 

03 

24 

557 

0 

03 

60 

558 

0 

06 

48 

559 

0 

06 

48 

560 

0 

00 

54 

561 

0 

00 

36 

566 

0 

00 

20 

568 

0 

10 

08 

567 

0 

04 

50 

572 

0 

00 

54 

573 

0 

06 

66 

574 

0 

11 

34 

575 

0 

01 

20 

493 

0 

00 

42 

492 

0 

00 

54 

491 

0 

14 

22 

490 

0 

00 

54 

480 

0 

00 

90 

489 

0 

02 

97 

CO 

00 

0 

00 

90 

487 

0 

00 

20 

477 

0 

12 

18 

478 

0 

00 

54 

476 

0 

01 

08 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 23. 2006/AS VINA 1.1928 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)J 


Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

575 

0 

15 

21 

573 

0 

02 

06 

568 

0 

23 

82 

567 

0 

00 

36 

566 

0 

00 

89 

565 

0 

02 

32 

559 

0 

01 

68 

560 

0 

04 

01 

561 

0 

11 

68 

562 

0 

00 

36 

563 

0 

00 

20 

557 

0 

00 

98 

11. NEKHPUR SABIT NAGAR 1950 

0 

00 

53 

1949 

0 

29 

39 

1943 

0 

00 

53 

1903 

0 

11 

58 

1939 

0 

43 

48 

1878 

0 

00 

53 

1877 

0 

00 

36 

1832 

0 

07 

31 

1838 

0 

00 

22 

1839 

0 

00 

30 

1841 

0 

00 

59 

1829 

0 

00 

20 

1833 

0 

04 

12 

i 

1826 

0 

06 

42 

1816 

0 

04 

63 

1812 

0 

00 

40 

1811 

0 

04 

79 

1810 

0 

06 

92 

1808 

0 

00 

20 

1802 

0 

00 

53 

v 

1803 

0 

00 

36 


1799 

0 

06 

06 


J L. 















[ HFTII—'ST 7 ^ 3 (ii) ] 

vm vwrz: 23, 2006 / 37 rf^r 7 1, 1928 


8167 




Area 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1737 

0 

03 

48 

1798 

0 

03 

80 

1794 

0 

06 

42 

1795 

■0 

03 

30 

1787 

0 

19 

25 

1879 

0 

00 

71 

1880 

0 

00 

89 

1301 

0 

05 

17 

1302 

0 

00 

89 

1305 

0 

03 

08 

1308 

0 

00 

20 

1306 

0 

01 

58 

1307 

0 

02 

77 

1309 

0 

02 

38 

1310 

• 0 

02 

38 

1311 

0 

08 

38 

1312 

0 

02 

77 

1318 

0 

02 

61 

1745 

0 

00 

20 

1439 

0 

00 

89 

1744 

0 

05 

88 

1741 

0 

08 

91 

1740 

0 

03 

92 

1739 

0 

04 

90 

1738 

0 

04 

37 

1737 

0 

05 

35 

1736 

0 

02 

85 

1724 

0 

00 

71 

1721/2093 

0 

00 

79 

1688 

0 

00 

71 

1687 

0 

00 

71 

1685 

0 

00 

35 

1686 

0 

20 

67 

1445 

0 

00 

71 
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Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

111 

0 

10 

69 

141 

0 

00 

89 

142 

0 

29 

22 

143 

0 

11 

23 

150 

o • 

00 

71 

137 

0 

00 

36 

136 

0 

02 

36 

182 

0 

01 

74 

180 

0 

00 

89 

181 

0 

00 

89 

178 

0 

22 

45 

179 

0 

23 

52 

351 

0 

04 

44 

352 

0 

02 

57 

350 

0 

06 

06 

320 

0 

04- 

45 

321 

0 

05 

52 

347 

0 

01 

38 

348 

0 

01 

43 

346 

0 

03 

56 

345 

0 

06 

75 

344 

0 

00 

20 

331 

0 

05 

29 

333 

0 

02 

91 

334 

0 

00 

25 

332 

0 

03 

21 

474 

0 

07 

48 

473 

0 

09 

71 

472 

0 

10 

34 

470 

' 0 

07 

66 

469 

0 

00 

20 

502 

0 

13 

72 

503 

0 

20 

67 

517 

0 

17 

28 









[WTU—*^3(ii)] PTW^TlFm: fPcFF 23, 2006/3*1^ 1, 1928 8169 


-- 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 



1 

2 _ 

3 

4 

5 

523 

0 

10 

04 

526 

0 

00 

30 

524 

0 

08 

55 

521 

0 

00 

59 

531 

0 

01 

30 

530 

0 

07 

48 

533 

0 

02 

02 

534 

0 

18 

35 

535 

0 

00 

99 

532 

0 

01 

19 

1721 

0 

56 

61 


[F. No. L-14014/29/2006-G.P] 
S.B MANDAL, Under Secy. 


18 IPdM* , 2006 

^T, OT. 3805. — P^FF PP FfRF) TPP P Fo ^TtTT % f% iiF^-T T FP P PTFt P 

pfMFFT FFp P PIFrqp cRp PTFjfrT^ ?TF % MIMFi % f^IF #TFP 3TFFI FFPf^FI fafFT? SFT ‘ ‘ 3FP '.- 

IT*! .irp .FT. TCP FF'FnTp” ch ffPMFH FP FP) FFFT FTTWfF fPFlf FTP! P#F; 


3lF 4FF1F P J cbl J TPP FFFFTgP fpFFT % FPTFP % FP FplF FTPI % fc WT '*jfP P, 

jTT TP 3ff?PJERT F PFM SFppTP PFTF P £P TFFP PTTFTTTP fclWI^, PIP PF PM IP P, 3WT W> 
3#4W chi 3FH f&Fl PTp; . 


3TF: m FFPIF PFfiF, F^fFF PF T fFFP FI^FPfp^P ('*jrP P TFFTP % 3T^W FF.3T3ff) 3#{PPP, 
1962 (196 2 50 ) eft’ VFT 3 FF TWP (1) TFT PFI SltePT PF PPFI FTM FF, 3^'^ P 

FMP ^ 3PPchl J cp| 3TPP PFP W> FFP 3TTPP PP PIFFT PFFI %; 

ppi 'PI M1MI. PI TFT 3FFJPI P pf% ‘^TP P fiPjcFg TP FFPa P faPPP PFP % TRF3T 
p PPI qchlfrpl TP 3#FJFFT.FT pfpPT PTPFP PPPT FT 3W FF PT FTP! t, FT 

F PPP TPP 3PPFT F 3lfelF FT 3FTP FM PI '^fp % #1 WFTTpP fesip % PPP P 
PT pfnp FPF WT, pTtcT 'ijft 3FTP FTFFFT / PTOP FlP-JFrfT, • #TPP TPTPPP FTP^TP fpfpTT, 
3TF _2/l 8. 7 IF P j F. PIT^TPlcIF (t*F PPP) FT fPlfel FF P -3P&P PFPT I 
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8170 

33 # 


cf^SWl rHiftwwrc 


*Ml : vioK 

MW M)T HIM 

W#IT 





1 

--- 

2 

3 I 

4 

5 


1. MKcFTR PwJT 


385 

0 

00 

20 

351 

0 

00 

20 

350 

0 

00 

20 

349 

0 

14 

26 

339 

0 

00 

71 

338 

o 

13 

90 

337 

0 

03 

32 

336 

0 

00 

48 

334 

0 

00 

36 

333 

0 

00 

53 

331 

0 

12 

11 

332 

0 

05 

70 

309 

0 

00 

71 

328 

0 

00 

36 

308 

0 

01 

78 

310 

0 

25 

38 

302 

0 

48 

37 

297 

0 

00 

20 

298 

0 

05 

70 

301 

0 

06 

05 

299 

0 

05 

35 

4356 

0 

12 

96 

4353 

0 

11 

52 

4352 

0 

03 

20 

4350 

0 

07 

64 

4351 

0 

00 

48 

4348 

0 

07 

56 

4349 

0 

06 

12 

4347 

0 

10 

44 

4345 

0 

01 

92 



2. gRRT 















MRcI TTim : 23, 2006/3flf^R1, 1928 




















[MFTII — tsr*5 3(ii)] 

HTCcT ^71 : fad Ml 23, 2006/«TTf^ 1, 1928 


8173 


- 

# 

stew 


<sKRT *1<s*4l 



d'MlcK 

1 

2 

3 1 

4 

5 

1132 

0 

07 

20 

1181 

0 

14 

58 \ 

1127 

0 t 

00 

20 

1130 

0 

18 

36 

1128 

0 

04 

32 

1082 

0 

01 

80 ' 

1081 

0 

11 

88 

1137 

Q 

01 

44 

1138 

0 

02 

16 

1139 

0 

33 

84 

1218 

0 

03 

24 

1219 

0 

01 

44 

1220 

0 

02 

16 

1225 

0 

16 

56 

1227 

0 

10 

08 

1242 

0 

01 

26 

1280 

0 

01 

44 

1281 

0 

01 

08 

130 

0 

12 

96 

129 

0 

01 

08 

132 

0 

02 

16 

133 

0 

21 

60 

134 

0 

, 16 
t 

92 

124 

0 

00 

36 

123 

0 

00 

54 

121 

0 

06 

12 

122 

0 

00. 

■ 72 

103 

0 

02 

56 

104 

0 

11 

88 

105 

0 

00 

S4 

106 

0 

00 

04 

108 

0 

06 

1 2 
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T ttcT 3>T 'TR 


1 






W(T HMT 



SB 

2 


4 


111 

0 

00 

_ _i 

72 

460 

0 

18 

08 

426 

0 

14 

79 

427 

0 

28 

51 

428 

0 

12 

83 

431 

0 

00 

20 

432 

0 

00 

20 

425 

0 

00 

71 

411 

0 

00 

36 

410 

0 

10 

69 

409 

0 

00 

20 

406 

0 

25 

30 

363 

0 

00 

36 

364 

0 

00 

71 

268 

0 

09 

62 

269 

0 

02 

61 

267 

0 

00 

20 

270 

0 

11 

94 

272 

0 

13 

54 

274 

0 

00 

40 

273 

0 

12 

91 

277 

0 

00 

27 

287 

0 

00 

48 

265 

0 

00 

71 

* 266 
? 

0 

00 

27 

248 

0 

02 

40 

761 

0 

17 

99 

262 

0 

05 

07 

260 

0 

00 

99 

263 

0 

03* 

56 

259 

0 

16 

75 

' 258 

V' 

0 

00 

36 

* 257 

0 

00 

89 
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T flcT 3)T 4FT 







w 

.C.CV . r 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

4. 

910 

0 

00 

20 

909 

0 

00 

24 

908 

0 

13 

36 

907 

0 

07 

12 

905 

0 

01 

96 

5. 

633 

0 

28 

27 

632 

0 

00 

53 

635 

0 

02 

93 

630 

0 

00 

36 

629 

0 

24 

94 

628 

0 

04 

28 

627 

0 

17 

71 

626 

0 

01 

19 

636 

0 

05 

35 

638 

0 

12 

47 

637 • 

0 

00 

71 

531 

c 

00 

36 

530 

0 

09 

43 

533 

0 

00 

53 

540 

0 

22 

10 

538 

0 

16 

93 

537 

0 

01 

11 

536 

0 

07 

01 

542 

0 

• 00 

36 

543 

0 

01 

60 

535 

0 

00 

53 

447 

0 

05 

35 

436 

0 

09 

98 

451 

0 

00 

20 

448 

0 

00 

53 

450 

0 

02 

77 

449 

0 

00 

77 

435 

0 

02 

85 



















[*fFin— w^3 (ii)]. 

HRfT 23, 2006/’ ; flinf c H 1, 1928 

-... ‘ — 

8177 

V * 



v nra 4)T 




t{ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

673 

0 

21 

20 

683 

0 

00 

36 

736 

0 

00 

36 

672 

0 

00 

36 

670 

0 

12 

83 

669 

0 ■ 

00 

36 

665 

0 

24 

94 

666 

0 

00 

20 

1. 551^ 

1489 

0 

01 

63 

1482 

0 

07 

12 

1481 

0 

00 

19 

1480 

0 

03 

48 

1479 

0 

07 

48 

1478 

0 

17 

99 

1468 

0 

27 

08 

1467 

0 

00 

89 

1465 

0 

19 

50 

1460 

0 

01 

43 

1457 

0 

10 

52 

1455 

0 

00 

20 

1456 

0 

11 

04 

1452 

0 

01 

37 

1450 

0 

00 

24 

1451 

0 

10 

40 

1449 

0 

01 

43 

1434 

0 

02 

37 

1433 

0 

03 

20 

1432 

0 

02 

31 

1437 

0 

02 

85 

1430 

0 

13 

18 

1421 

0 

06 

05 

1427 

0 

03 

16 

1422 

0 

16 

75 
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^RT HMT 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


1419 

0 


20 


1417 

0 

21 

38 


1415 

0 

21 

02 


[RiT. ^ 14014/29/2006 

tth. 3m 

New Delhi, the 18th September, 2006 


S.0.3805— Whereas, it appears to the Centra! Government, that it is necessary in 
the public interest that for the transportation of Natural Gas from Dadri in the State of 
Uttar Pradesh to Pampat in the State of Haryana,, ” R-LNG Spur pipeline from Dadri 

to Pampat", should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid, and which is described in the Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said schedule may, within twenty one days 
from the date on which the copies of this notification issued under sub-section(l) of 
Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette of India, are made available to the 
general public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of 
the pipeline under the land, to Shri Birendra Kumar Gupta,Sr.Land Acquisition Officer/ 
Competent Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, R - 2/18 Raj Nagar Ghaziabad. 
(Uttar Pradesh) 
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'‘TKtl 23, 2006/^TTf?^ 1, 1928 
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SCHEDULE 

Tehsil : Ghaziabad 

District: Ghaziabad 

State: Uttar Pradesh 



Area 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 . 

1. SAADATNAGAR IQLA 

385 

0 

00 

20 


351 

0 

00 

20 


350 

0 

00 

20 


349 

0 

14 

26 • 


339 

0 

00 

71 


338 

0 

13 

90 


337 

0 

03 

32 


336 

0 

00 

48 


334 

0 

00 

36 


333 

0 

00 

53 


331 

0 

12 

11 


332 

0 

05 

70 


309 

0 

00 

71 


328 

0 

00 

36 


308 

0 

01 

78 


310 

0 

25 

38 


302 

0 

48 

37 


297 

0 

00 

20 


298 

0 

05 

70 


301 

0 

06 

05 


299 

0 

05 

35 

2. DASNA 

4356 

0 

12 

96 


4353 

0 

11 

52 


4352 

0 

03 

20 


4350 

0 

07 

64 


4351 

0 

00 

48 


4348 

0 

07 

56 


4349 

0 

06 

12 


4347 

0 

10 

44 


4345 

0 

01 

92 


2807 GI/06—15 
















[Part II —Sec. 3(ii)J 


8180 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 23,2006/AS VINA 1,1928 


Area 

Are 


4183 

0 

00 

72 

4182 

0 

02 

16 

4181 

0 

00 

84 

4121 

0 

20 

52 

4120 

0 

06 

12 

4113 

0 

15 

84 

4112 

0 

12 

24 

4114 

0 

11 

88 

4105 

0 

00 

72 

4103 

0 

04 

20 

4102 

0 

10 

62 

4101 

0 

01 

20 

4097 

0 

03 

78 

4099 

0 

00 

72 

4100 

0 

07 

56 

4098 

0 

02 

10 

4048 

0 

02 

16 

4046 

0 

00 

90 

4009 

0 

00 

54 

4010 

0 

00 

36 

4007 

0 

24 

12 

4008 

0 

23 

94 

4005 

0 

00 

54 

4003 

0 

13 

32 

4002 

0 

08 

28 

4001 

0 

00 

20 

3995 

0 

00 

72 

3996 

0 

00 

36 

3991 

0 

16 

92 

3992 

0 

10 

80 

3993 

0 

00 

90 

3989 

0 

02 

10 

3987 

0 

09 

90 



Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

1 

2 


Hectare 


3 
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' 


Area 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

3953 

0 

01 

98 

3943 

0 

23 

40 

3945 

0 

01 

08 

3946 

0 

20 

88 

3948 

0 

00 

20 

3949 

0 

05 

76 

3950 

0 

18 

72 

3952 

0 

01 

44 

3844 

0 

00 

90 

3845 

0 

03 

36 

3846/4400 

0 

01 

68 

3847 

0 

18 

90 

3848 

0 

05 

76 

3849 

0 

01 

08 

3824 

0 

00 

72 

3823 

0 

11 

88 

3846 

- 0 

07 

92 

3924 

0 

02 

16 

3925 

. 0 

01 

26 

3926 

0 

01 

44 

993 

0 

28 

80 

1106 

0 

04 

32 

1099 

0 

00 

30 

1100 

0 

05 

40 

1096 

0 

04 

68 

1095 

0 

13 

32 

1113 

0 

03 

24 

1119 

0 

04 

68 

1117 

0 

17 

64 

1122 

0 

00 

36 

1123 

0 

00 

36 

1124 

c 

00 

54 

1125 

0 

00 

40 
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Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

• 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1132 

0 

07 

20 

1181 

0 

14 

58 

1127 

0 

00 

20 

1130 

0 

18 

36 

1128 

0 

04 

32 

1082 

0 

01 

80 

1081 

0 

11 

88 

1137 

0 

01 

44 

1138 

0 

02 

16 

1139 

0 

33 

84 

1218 

0 

03 

24 

1219 

0 

01 

44 

1220 

0 

02 

16 

1225 

0 

16 

56 

1227 

0 

10 

08 

1242 

0 

01 

26 

1280 

0 

01 

44 

1281 

0 

01 

08 

130 

0 

12 

96 

129 

0 

01 

08 

132 

0 

02 

16 

133 

0 

21 

60 

134 

0 

16 

92 

124 

0 

00 

36 

123 

0 

00 

54 

121 

0 

06 

12 

122 

0 

00 

.72 

103 

0 

02 

56 

104 

0 

11 

88 

105 

0 

00 

54 

106 

0 

00 

54 

108 

0 

06 

12 

107 

0 

o 

CO 

00 
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'TO TFTO : faciei 23, 2006/3T#R 1,’ 1928 


8183 


Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

111 

0 

00 

72 

3. RASULPUR SIKRAUDA 

460 

0 

18 

08 

426 

0 

14 

79 

427 

0 

28 

51 

426 

0 

12 

83 

431 

0 

00 

20 

432 

0 

00 

20 

425 

0 

00 

71 

411 

0 

00 

36 

410 

0 

10 

69 

409 

0 

00 

20 

406 

0 

25 

30 

363 

0 

00 

36 

364 

0 

. 00 

71 

268 

0 

09 

62 

269 

0 

02 

61 

267 

0 

00 

20 

270 

0 

11 

94 

272 

0 

13 

54 

274 

0 

00 

40 

273 

0 

12 

91 

277 

0 

00 

27 

287 

0 

00 

48 

265 

0 

00 

71 

266 

0 

00 

27 

248 

0 

02 

40 

• 

261 

0 

17 

99 

262 

0 

05 

07 

260 

0 

00 

99 

263 

0 

03 

56 

259 

0 

16 

75 

*258 

0 

00 

36 

257 

0 

00 

89 
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- 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 . 

3 

4 

5 

4. SADARPUR 

910 

0 

00 

20 

909 

0 

00 

24 

908 

0 

13 

36 

907 

0 

07 

12 

905 

0 

01 

96 

5. MATIYALA 

633 

0 

28 

27 

632 

0 

00 

53 

635 

0 

02 

93 

630 

0 

00 

36 

629 

0 

24 

94 

628 

0 

04 

28 

627 

Q 

17 

71 

626 

0 

01 

19 

636 

0 

05 

35 

638 

0 

12 

47 

637 

0 

00 

71 

531 

0 

00 

36 

530 

0 

09 

43 

533 

0 

00 

53 

540 

0 

22 

10 

538 

0 

16 

93 

537 

0 

01 

11 

536 

0 

07 

01 

542 

0 

00 

36 

543 

0 

01 

60 

535 

0 

00 

53 

447 

0 

05 

35 

436 

0 

09 

98 

451 

0 

00 

20 

448 

0 

00 

53 

450 

0 

02 

77 

449 

0 

00 

77 

435 

0 

02 

85 














8185 


[*HPT II —'TST^3(ii)] 'HTOT^fn TT3m : fw^23, 2006/3TTfm 1, 1928 


r-- 


Area 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

428 

0 

06 

32 

429 

0 

02 

18 

43Q 

0 

09 

63 

431 

0 

12 

83 

417 

0 

27 

44 

349 

0 

04 

63 

332 

0 

00 

20 

333 

0 

02 

49 

348 

0 

28 

69 

355 

0 

00 

36 

354 

0 

00 

53 

361 

0 

25 

83 

15 

0 

06 

42 

55 

0 

06 

88 

38 

0 

00 

80 

40 

0 

11 

40 

43 

0 

00 

59 

42 

0 

05 

51 

41 

0 

25 

30 

35 

0 

02 

85 

31 

0 

16 

39 

30 

0 

06 

73 

6. KANAUJA 

789 

0 

00 

71 

788 

0 

00 

95 

787 

0 

29 

84 

786 

0 

15 

32 

784 

0 

00 

20 

783 

0 

01 

68 

782 

0 

02 

67 

686 

0 

07 

12 

687 

0 

04 

93 

688 

0 

00 

42 

689 

0 

08 

19 
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w — 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

673 

0 

21 

20 

683 

0 

00 

36 

736 

0 

00 

36 

672 

0 

00 

36 

670 

0 

12 

83 

669 

0 

00 

36 

665 

0 

24 

94 

666 

0 

00 

20 

7. DUHAI 

1489 

0 

01 

63 

1482 

0 

07 

12 

1481 

0 

00 

19 

1480 

0 

03 

48 

1479 

0 

07 

48 

1478 

0 

17 

99 

1468 

0 

27 

08 

1467 

0 

00 

89 

1465 

0 

19 

50 

1460 

0 

01 

43 

1457 

0 

10 

52 

1455 

0 

00 

20 

1456 

0 

11 

04 

1452 

0 

01 

37 

1450 

0 

00 

24 

1451 

0 

10 

40 

1449 

0 

01 

43 

1434 

0 

02 

37 

1433 

0 

03 

20 

1432 

0 

02 

31 

1437 

0 

02 

85 


1430 

0 

13 

18 

1421 

0 

06 

05 

1427 

0 

03 

16 

1422 

0 

16 

75 














[ Mmi—TTO3(ii)] 


ZMM* : fw^723, 2006/^111, 1928 8187 


► 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


1419 

0 

00 

20 


1417 

0 

21 

38 


1415 

0 

21 

02 


[F. No. L-14014/29/2006-G.R] 
S B MANDAL, Under Secy. 


7$ f&tft, 18 , 2006 

^T, 37T. 3806.—7TCTO aft %7T ft 3M^ 9cft?T FtrTT % fft) SrUSi^T TR?T ft 5TcTtf ft 
^Rziioil TF^T ft qi%TcT cT3), W^frf^ % % 3TO7 aftftfoR fofifc 5RT u 3m> 

FT? ^ $W3] fcR5lf RTftt 

$\T « aft fcTF5T% % gftftFT % f?P7 STFWfti wftrT #R7T % fft> 377T < $ft ft, 

3Tf^Hl ft TRFT ft #RT I #T Mi MhJ^H RFf 37 9FTTcT t, % 

3lkl3jTT 37 3737 foUT '■41*^ *, 

317T: 3T3, 37#T F737T, 3k T kft3 4l$Mrtl5^ ft 373kT % SlMf? 37 3737) 3Tfftfft37, 

1962 (196237 50)aftm?r33ft 373TTT (1) 5177 733 M 37 77*7 3>?ft §q, 333 ^ ft 
3W % 3rfft37T 37 3737 37(ft % 3Nft 3Tm aft Mil 3>T# %; 

cjftf <jft cZjfftrT, Rt 33rT Sffjrft ft ^ ft M75 t, 37 rTlft^ ft M ‘7F7 £ FRW 

ft 7T3T 737 fiTcf ^7 3#^HT aft gM 7m7F7 RTcfT aft 3777$! TO ft RTcft ?, ?33ft7 IftT 

eft ftcF - 37ft 3#T ft 3?to 37 3777 37?ft m Tjfft ft ftft WM1^7 Mft ft W ft 
sft ftka 3>7TT ^T, ftks ^ 3777 3ltelft / OTT yiMlft, ff^FT 3fM aftftfkR fafife, 

3TT7-2/18, 7R77T, 7lMclT5(^rTr ^T), aft fiftfatT *R ft 37*77 ft^TTftTT I- 


2807 GI/ 06—16 






















[Mm II—3(ii)] 'W^TTrsm : facT^R 23, 2006/3TTfcH 1, 1928 _8189 


#r m -TIM 

mm ow 





■\ ■N 

w 





1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

2 . 

18. 

0 

06 

95 

19 

0 

15 

50 

20 

0 

07 

13 

21 

0 

12 

47 

24 

0 

00 

71 

25 

0 

15 

68 

261 

0 

01 

07 

32 

0 

24 

24 

204 

0 

00 

20 

212 

0 

01 

25 

213 

0 

20 

' 31 

209 

0 

07 

84 

208 

0 

09 

98 

214 

0 

00 

71 

215 

0 

o 

o 

► 

71 

216 

0 

06 

24 

223 

0 

00 

89 

224 

0 

00 

71 

190 

0 

22 

46 

160 

0 

16 

75 

157 

0 

00 

71 

138 

0 

32 

08 

161 

0 

00 

89 

132 

0 

00 

71 

137 

0 

03 

92 

162 

0 

00 

20 

165 

0 

o 

o 

*• 

20 

164 

0 

00 

20 

163 

0 

00 

20 

136 

0 

00 

tTv 

. VQ 

135 

0 

00 

42 

134 

0 

00 

20 

131 

0 

13 

67 

127 

0 

xi'yj 
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1 

TYTcT chT WIH T^7T7T XIJq^jt 


11H , -f/l II 1 m\i\| 1 

f—-—-- — — 


w 


1 2 

1 3 

4 

5 

126 

0 

46 

15 

1319 

0 

01 

25 

121 

0 

06 

95 

1321 

0 

03 

76 

1326 

0 

19 

14 

1327 

0 

00 

53 

1328 

0 

00 

89 

1353 

0 

07 

84 

1352 

0 

10 

69 

1351 

0 

00 

60 

1349 

0 

00 

89 

1348 

0 

00 

50 

1336 

0 

13 

72 

1337 

0 

14 

26 

1346 

0 

00 

91 

1345 

0 

00 

71 

1338 

0 

00 

99 

1347 

0 

24 

10 

1385 

0 

00 

71 

1386 

0 

01 

78 

1387 

0 

00 

71 

1389 

0 

03 

03 

1390 

0 

00 

71 

1447 

0 

03 

03 

1488 

0 

35 

11 

1507 

0 

12 

47 

1504 

0 

07 

49 

1505 

0 

33 

86 

1501 

0 

00 

24 

1500 

0 

10 

69 

1515 

0 

00 

71 

1516 

0 

00 

71 

1523 

0 

60 

50 

1524 

0 

00 

71 


'*TR7T : 


1,1928 




8191 


['RFfll—'*sT"5 3(ii)] 


fw[ 23, 2006/anfWT 


r~ 


4>t 




iN&rc 


ciA^dj 


3. 3 


4. ^cfBT^FR 


1503 

0 

00 

20 

1502 

0 

00 

20 

757 

0 

31 

27 

785 

0 

00 

53 

780 

0 

13 

21 

781 

0 

01 

95 

782 

0 

02 

41 

783 

0 

00 

40 

767 

0 

00 

80 

768 

0 

13 

46 

770 

0 

10 

44 

769 

0 

12 

12 

728 

0 

29 

58 

731 

0 

06 

77 

727 

0 

00 

. 36 

726 

0 

00 

71 

696 

0 

15 

68 

695 

0 

19 

60 

700 

0 

00 

36 

702 

0 

10 

69 

703 

0 

18 • 

00 

706 

0 

09 

71 

691 

0 

00 

72 

682 

0 

04 

50 

681 

0 

04 

50 

680 

0 

00 

72 

1200 

0 

03 

56 

1402 

0 

22 

27 

1401 

0 

02 

61 

1278 

0 

04 

28 

1253 

0 

02 

18 

1255 

0 

00 

20 

1254 

0 

32 

53 

1246 

0 

00 

71 












HTCcT^T WT* : 


: 23, 2006/'iTrf? 5 R 1, 1928 


1RR 


8193 


[WTII—3(ii) ] 



i 




^pttter 



5. ^PT^f ^FR 


438 

0 

04 

17 

436 

0 

30 

37 

268 

0 

01 

19 

273 

0 

05 

26 

272 

0 

00 

71 

269 

0 

01 

15 

253 

0 

01 

19 

252 

0 

11 

78 

254 

0 

06 

33 

252/1469 

0 

00 

50 

251/1471 

0 

00 

27 

250 

0 

00 

97 

251 

0 

07 

76 

248 

0 

03 

74 

49 

0 

05 

70 

48 

0 

07 

84 

164 

0 

14 

79 

165 

0 

03 

15 

166 

0 

03 

03 

167 

0 

01 

75 

168 

0 

01 

90 

170 

0 

00 

20 

161 

0 

00 

36 

160 

0 

00 

53 

144 

0 

14 

43 

145 

0 

00 

71 

149 

0 

00 

89 

150 

0 

00 

71 

151 

0 

00 

71 

152 

0 

00 

71 

153 

0 

00 

89 

154 

0 

02 

94 

155 

0 

01 

63 

156 

0 

00 

27 
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: 1 

T TET <EI mEI 








C rv 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

148 

0 

00 

53 

147 

0 

00 

36 

146 

0 

10 

51 

141 

0 

00 

20 

174 

0 

00 

53 

182 

0 

01 

10 

183 

0 

01 

19 

185 

0 

00 

71 

197 

0 

21 

88 

198 

0 

00 

49 

199 

0 

00 

71 

207 

0 

13 

72 

206 

0 

01 

14 

205 

0 

01 

43 

203 

0 

01 

43 

216 

0 

08 

82 

215 

0 

03 

03 

212 

0 

04 

90 

211 

0 

00 

53 

213 

0 

06 

42 

214 

0 

04 

28 

218 

0 

00 

72 

219 

0 

05 

52 

6. TfElfa TIER 

180 

0 

05 

70 

165 

0 

00 

24 

164 

0 

07 

13 

162 

0 

11 

31 

162/188 

0 

01 

58 

160 

0 

01 

98 

159 

0 

04 

28 

154 

0 

00 

20 

158 

0 

04 

81 

147 

0 

00 

20 

148 

0 

02 

38 














[ n— 3 (ii) ] HTOT : Iwssrc 23 , 2006/snf^T^ ^ ,, 1928 __ ___ 8195 


I 




w 

f r\ 



cinto 

1 

2 

. 

3 

4 

5 


156/185 

0 

01 

99 


151 

0 

00 

71 


153 

0 

05 

70 


74 

0 

04 

63 


73 

0 

04 

28 


72 

0 

05 

08 


81 

0 

01 

39 

» 

80 

0 

02 

18 


83 

0 

06 

68 

* 

82 

0 

03 

96 


84 

0 

00 

20 


85 

0 

06 

77 


86 

0 

05 

71 


87 

0 

07 

13 


[m U -^-14014/30/2006-^.^.] 


TJ^. ^ft. TTtr^r, 3^cR 

New Delhi, the 1.8th September, 2006 

S.0.3806.— Whereas.it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary, in 
the public interest that for the transportation of Natural Gas from Dadri in the State of 
Uttar Pradesh to Panipat inihe S tats of Haryana^ " R-LNG Spur pipeline from Dadri 

to Panipat", should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And. whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid, and which is described in the Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said schedule may, within twenty one days 
from the date on which the copies of this notification issued under sub-section(l) of 
Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette of India, are made available to the 
general public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of 
the pipeline under the land, to Shri Birendra Kumar Gupta,Sr.Land Acquisition Officer/ 
Competent Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, R - 2/18 Raj Nagar, Ghaziabad, 
(Uttar Pradesh). 

2807 Gl/06—17 
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SCHEDULE 


Tehsit : Baraut 

District: Baghpat 

State : Uttar Pradesh 



Area 

_.._._ 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1. DHIKANA 

559 

0 

26 

37 

560 

0 

06 

50 

561 

0 

00 

20 

556 

0 

04 

99 

562 

0 

04 

01 

567 

0 

03 

88 

573 

0 

00 

62 

566 

0 

35 

90 

568 

0 

03 

90 

569 

0 

00 

55 

580 

0 

00 

89 

581 

0 

00 

71 

583 

0 

29 

94 

582 

0 

00 

20 

587 

0 

00 

71 

604 

0 

02 

14 

647 

0 

11 

23 

648 

0 

01 

07 

645 

0 

01 

25 

649 

0 

04 

28 

650 

0 

20 

67 

653 

0 

24 

24 

655 

0 

11 

40 

665 

0 

00 

89 

692 

0 

19 

78 

693 

0 

28 

16 

680 

0 

00 

71 

501 

0 

01 

78 

500 

0 

01 

07 

499 

0 

01 

07 

498 

0 

03 

92 






















[WTll— '^^3(ii)] : fw 23, 2006/3flf^T 1, 1928 M97 



Khasra No. 

Area 

i Name of Village 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 1 

3 

4 

5 

2. LUHARI 

18 

0 

06 

95 

19 

0 

15 

50 . 

20 

0 

07 

13 

21 

0 

12 

47 

24 

0 

00 

71 

25 

0 

15 

68 

261 

0 

01 

07 

32 

0 

24 

24 

204 

0 

00 

20 

212 

0 

01 

25 

213 

0 

20 

31 

209 

0 

07 

. 84 

.208 

0 

09 

98 

214 

0 

00 

71 

215 

0 

00 

71 

216 

0 

06 

24 

223 

0 

00 

89 

224 

0 

00 

71 

190 

0 

22 

46 

160 

0 

16 

75 

157 

0 

00 

71 

138 

0 

-32 

08 

161 

0 

00 

89 

132 

0 

00 

71 

137 

0 

03 

92 

162 

0 

00 

20 

165 

0 

00 

20 

164 

0 

00 

20 

163 

0 

00 

20 

136 

0 

00 

36 


135 

0 

00 

42 

134 

0 

00 

20 

131 

0 

13 

67 

127 

0 

00 

53 
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' 


Area | 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

- 1 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

126 

0 

46 

15 

1319 

0 

01 

25 

121 

0 

06 

95 

1321 

0 

03 

76 

1326 

0 

19 

14 

1327 

0 

00 

53 

1328 

0 

00 

89 

1353 

0 

07 

84 

1352 

0 

10 

69 

1351 

0 

00 

60 ' 

1349 

0 

00 

89 

1348 

0 

00 

50 

1336 

0 

13 

72 

1337 

0 

14 

26 

1346 

0 

00 

91 

1345 

0 

00 

71 

1338 

0 

00 

99 

1347 

0 

24 

10 

1385 

0 

00 

71 

1386 

0 

01 

78 

1387 

0 

00 

71 

1389 

0 

03 

03 

1390 

0 

00 

71 

1447 

0 

03 

03 

1488 

0 

35 

11 

1507 

0 

12 

47 

1504 

0 

07 

49 

1505 

0 

33 

86 

1501 

0 

00 

24 

1500 

0 

10 

69 

1515 

0 

00 

71 

1516 

0 

00 

71 

1523 

. 0 

60 

50 

1524 

0 

00 

71 









[WTII— *sn*5 3(u)] 


' 5 FT 23, 2006/3^^1 1, 1928 


8199 


1 

i Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1503 

0 

00 

20 

1502 

0 

00 

20 

3. AKBARPUR THASKA BANGAR 757 

0 

31 

27 

785 

0 

00 

53 

780 

0 

13 

21 

781 

0 

01 

95 

782 

0 

02 

41 

783 

0 

00 

40 

767 

0 

00 

80 

768 

0 

13 

46 

770 

0 

10 

44 

769 

0 

12 

12 

728 

0 

29 

58 

731 

0 

06 

77 

727 

0 

00 

36 

726 

0 

00 

71 

• 696 

0 

15 

68 

695 

0 

19 

60 

700 

0 

00 

36 

702 

0 

10 

69 

703 

0 

18 

00 

706 

0 

09 

71 

691 

0 

00 

72 

682 

0 

04 

50 

681 

0 

04 

50 

680 

0 

00 

72 


1200 

0 

03 

56 

1402 

0 

22 

27 

1401 

0 

02 

61 

1278 

0 

04 

28 

1253 

0 

02 

18 

1255 

0 

00 

20 

1254 

0 

32 

53 

1246 

0 

00 

71 


4. KOTANA BANGAR 
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^ Name of Village 

Khasra No. 


Area 

■ “ 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1245 

0 

49 

18 

1248 

0 

00 

71 

1240 

0 

02 

18 

1241 

0 

00 

95 

1243 

0 

22 

10 

1256 

0 

00 

71 

561 

0 

01 

78 

559 

0 

06 

59 

560 

0 

30 

65 

583 

0 

32 

43 

567 

0 

18 

35 

542 

0 

00 

89 

568 

0 

01 

55 

580 

0 

21 

21 

571 

0 

09 

44 

572 

0 

02 

26 

573 

• 0 

11 

76 

537 

0 

03 

21 

525 

0 

15 

15 

526 

0 

12 

47 

527 

0 

00 

36 

524 

0 

00 

71 

505 

0 

03 

92 

504 

0 

04 

14 

503 

0 

04 

85 

502 

0 

00 

89 

506 

0 

22 

89 

508 

0 

13 

72 

509 

0 

00 

53 

515 

0 

00 

71 

512 

0 

00 • 

20 

511 

0 

18 

80 

435 

0 

31 

00 

437 

0 

00 

63 















[nnn-?TO3(ii)] 

mrl 23, 2006/<STR5H |, 1928 


8201 







Area 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

--- \ - — - 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

438 

0 

04 

17 

436 

0 

30 

37 

268 

0 

01 

19 

273 

0 

05 

26 

272 

0 

00 

71 

269 

0 

01 

15 

253 

0 

01 

19 

252 

0 

11 

78 

254 

0 

06 

33 

252/1469 

0 

00 

50 

251/1471 

0 

00 

27 

250 

0 

00 

97 

251 

0 

07 

76 

248 

0 

03 

74 

49 

0 

05 

70 

48 

0 

07 

84 

5. JAGOS BANGAR 

164 

0 

14 

79 

165 

0 

03 

15 

166 

0 

03 

03 

167 

0 

01 

75 

168 

0 

01 

90 

170 

0 

00 

20 

161 

0 

00 

36 

160 

0 

00 

53 

144 

0 

14 

43 

145 

0 

00 

71 

149 

0 

00 

89 

150 

0 

00 

71 

151 

0 

00 

71 

152 ’• 

0 

00 

71 

153 

0 

00 

89 

154 

0 

02 

94 

155 

0 

01 

63 

156 

0 

00 

27 
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i 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 


Area 


Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

_„_______ 

3 

4 

5 

148 

0 

00 

53 

147 

0 

00 

36 

146 

0 

10 

51 

141 

0 

00 

20 

174 

0 

00 

53 

182 

0 

01 

10 

183 

0 

01 

19 

185 

0 

00 

71 

197 

0 

21 

88 

198 

0 

00 

49 

199 

0 

00 

71 

207 

0 

13 

72 

206 

0 

01 

14 

20.5 

0 

01 

43 

203 

0 

01 

43 

216 

0 

08 

82 

215 

0 

03 

03 

212 

0 

04 

90 

211 

0 

00 

53 

213 

0 

06 

42 

214 

0 

04 

28 

218 

0 

00 

72 

219 

0 

05 

52 

6. JAGOS KHADAR 

180 

0 

05 

70 

165 

0 

00 

24 

164 

0 

07 

13 

162 

0 

11 

31 

162/188 

0 

01 

58 

160 

0 

01 

98 

159 

0 

04 

28 

154 

0 

00 

20 

158 

0 

04 

81 

147 

0 

00 

20 

148 

0 

02 

38 
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f 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 


Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

156/185 

0 

01 

99 

151 

0 

00 

71 

153 

0 

05 

70 

74 

0 

04 

63 

73 

0 

04 

28 

72 

0 

05 

08 

81 

0 

01 

39 

80 

0 

02 

18 

83 

0 

06 

68 

82 

0 

03 

- 96 

84 

0 

00 

20 

85 

0 

06 

77 

86 

0 

05 

71 

87 

0 

07 

13 


[F. No. L-14014/30/2006-G. P.] 
S B MANDAL, Under Secy. 


1.8 , 2006 

33. 33 3807.— fefe 33*53 cfiT fed fe 3 3? 3TT3OT5 feto StcTT f? 3rTTgfeT rfK^ % JR7T 3 

ttht 3 qfen 335 , yi^f?R) % 35 3Tfen % ffe #333 3?kfi feqfen faffe sm ‘fen.- 

QFT .F3.jTT . 3TT MTffllfe ’ 45 3513RI33 ePj ^35 ^IMT [c(WI$ fet 3lfe; 

fe g53fe 33J5r r fe 333 WIT^f ffefe 35 '-14MM 45 ffe 37 3TT3F335 T fel3 TTcfT % 333 fel 3, 
7ft £3 SfflpjrHF 3 W 3F^fcF 3 ^f&TcT % 3‘TF Fife few 373 35T 33TT3 % ifel J 1 35 

3#cFR 35T 3MH fed TfKF: 

3T3: 33, 35fef 37353, fe l fed 3tF fepf WM3n (fel 3 33313 % 3ffef5TT 351 333) Sfelfen 
1962 (1 9 6 2 35T 50 ) fe 33T 3 fe 3W1 (1) 5T3 33rF feffel 35T fen 35fe 73, 333 '# 3 
nfen 4f 3?ffen' 35T 3rfe 3fe 45 3?fe 3333 fe 4 t33t 3533 %; 


35t? nF fefe, fe 333 STjfef Jt fefe l *jft 3 ffeFS 7, 33 fefe 3 fefe 3T3F 35 3333 
*4 33T 335#FT ^3 JTFferHT 33 fefef 313133 333T 33 3W-3 353 Ml 3FT1 3, sfepl fe 
35 fen 333 333T3 35 333353 3)1 3F33 333 31 “'<JF3 35 3T3 31333133 feT3 35 333 4 

# 4tfe 35FTT 33TT, 3fe 3F33 3TT335T3 / Wf 31133513, #f33 3333 3)!37>3M faffe 

33T -2/18, 33 33T, 3fferf3T3 (333 333), 35T fe'53 33 3 3TT33 fe 33537 1 

2807 GI/06—18 
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313 # 



ftni : sFNtf 







T fe cei m 

\ 





1 

2 

3 


5 

i. 

639 

0 

77 

16 

640 

0 

05 

34 

641 

0 

27 

44 

642 

0 

00 

62 

622/743 

0 

05 

70 

622 

0 

32 

43 

621 

0 

00 

62 

620 

0 

07 

84 

619 

0 

07 

13 

618 

0 

06 

77 

612 

0 

00 

71 

611 

0 

00 

71 

610 

0 

00 

98 

583 

0 

05 

88 

584 

0 

29 

22 

585 

0 

00 

71 

587 

0 

13 

36 

588 

0 

00 

89 

586 

0 

00 

20 

§76 

0 

14 

96 

577 

0 

03 

33 

578 

0 

10 

96 

571 

0 

02 

67 

570 

0 

00 

71 

562 

0 

02 

26 

561 

0 

10 

69 

560 

0 

04 

99 

559 

0 

07 

30 


















[snii—■s*s3(ii)] 


__ HPT 

1 

2. ^i^cHFTJT 


23, 2006/^lf^T 1, 1928 


&TW 


3. '»IT 


OT7T WTT 

2 

558- 

128 

127 

126 

118 

111 

110 

105 

104 

102 

72 

71 

19 

18 

17 

14 

13 

16 

12 

10 

11 

5 

4 

1 

886 

885 

853 

844 

790 

796 




3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


wx 


4 

5 

00 

20 

01 

07 

00 

89 

33 

15 

00 

89 

24 

38 

00 

53 

42 

06 

00 

71 

13 

19 

00 

53 

01 

07 

03 

21 

00 

89 

00 

53 

07 

48 

24 

59 

00 

20 

16 

75 

00 

71 

00 

53 

02 

85 

11 

40 

00 

89 

00 

89 

11 

41 

00 

89 

00 

36 

19 

78 

25 

48 

00 

53 







T fe 3>T HIR 


1 

2 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 23,2006/AS VINA 1,1928 




3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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4 .iW 


741 

742 
744 

743 
746 
740 
739 
737 
735 
712 
711 
750 
710 
202 

197 
201 

198 

199 
194 

193 

189 

190 
184 
181 
124 
123 
180 
118 
119 
122 
121 



w 


4 

5 

00 

89 

09 

27 

02 

14 

03 

56 

11 

94 

01 

07 

24 

67 

00 

21 

00 

20 

00 

36 

12 

30 

01 

43 

00 

20 

07 

37 

01 

66 

00 

20 

21 

38 

07 

84 

00 

36 

00 

89 

00 

99 

24 

64 

00 

89 

21 

26 

01 

39 

01 

58 

00 

99 

02 

85 

21 

38 

19 

13 

00 

63 






[ ^TFTII—*SP*£3(ii)] *TK?T^ITFsm : 23, 2006/snf^ 1, 1928 8207 


■SB 




■\ *\ 

w 

f rv 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

126 

0 

01 

07 

130 

0 

00 

32 

129 

0 

23 

62 

128 

0 

03 

56 

127 

0 

35 

64 

5.^n 

105 

0 

01 

06 

111 

0 

00 

20 

106 

0 

00 

65 

107 

0 

17 

64 

108 

0 

07 

84 

109 

0 

01 

70 

110 

0 

00 

59 

104 

0 

01 

60 

83 

0 

00 

36 

90 

0 

03 

09 

89 

0 

10 

04 

88 

0 

03 

21 

87 

0 

05 

70 

86 

0 

03 

92 

85 

0 

03 

56 

84 

0 

03 

21 

82 

0 

13 

54 

81 

0 

00 

24 

6. <fc|<4 v3^ 3ST J i(cf 

897 

0 

18 

18 

894 

0 

01 

78 

7. 

362 

0 

00 

71 

360 

0 

08 

55 

359 

0 

05 

34 

358 

0 

00 

95 

357 

0 

00 

36 

356 

0 

01 

07 
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353 

342 

337 

336 

335 

273 

274 
271 
270 
241 
240 
239 
238 
237 
232 
231 
230 
229 
228 
227 
226 
218 
216 
214 
217 
213 
208 
194 
190 
189 
187 




w 


3 

4 

5 

0 

14 

25 

0 

00 

36 

0 

01 

43 

0 

01 

43 

0 

00 

89 

0 

08 

24 

0 

02 

91 

0 

02 

61 

0 

21 

32 

0 

00 

36 

0 

00 

71 

0 

00 

20 

0 

07 

48 

0 

07 

48 

0 

00 

53 

0 

00 

36 

0 

06 

06 

0 

44 

02 

0 

03 

03 

0 

01 

25 

0 

00 

53 

0 

22 

71 

0 

19 

60 

0 

04 

81 

0 

00 

20 

0 

01 

25 

0 

01 

25 

0 

00 

20 

0 

00 

20 

0 

14 

69 

0 

17 

11 













[ MFTII— 3(ii) ] 

: farT^rr 23, 2006/3TTf^R 1, 1928 


8209 





T TTcJ 3>F -TFT 


w 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


186 

0 

01 

19 


188 

0 

00 

89 


180 

0 

00 

89 


178 

0 

24 

24 


177 

0 

01 

25 


[m U -^-14014/30/2006'^.^.] 


New Delhi, the 18th September, 2006 

S, 0 , 3807 . — Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary in 
the public interest that for the transportation of Natural Gas from Dadri in the State of 
Uttar Pradesh to Panipat in *he S^tate of Haryana " R-LNG Spur pipeline from Dadri 

to Panipat", should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying the said 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid, and which is described in the Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said schedule may, within twenty one days 
from the date on which the copies of this notification issued under sub-section(l) of 
Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette of India, are made available to the 
general public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of 
the pipeline under the land, to Shri Birendra Kumar Gupta,Sr.Land Acquisition Officer/ 
Competent Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, R - 2/18 Raj Nagar, Ghaziabad, 
(Uttar Pradesh) 
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SCHEDULE 


Tehsil: Khekra 

District: Baghpat 

State: Uttar Pradesh 

1 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Name of Village 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1. GAUNA 

639 

0 

77 

16 

640 

0 

05 

34 

641 

0 

27 

44 

642 

0 

00 

62 

622/743 

0 

05 

70 

622 

0 

32 

43 

621 

0 

00 

62 

620 

0 

07 

84 

619 

0 

07 

13 

618 

0 

06 

77 

612 

0 

00 

71 

611 

0 

00 

71 

610 

0 

00 

98 

583 

0 

05 

88 

584 

0 

29 

22 

585 

0 

00 

71 

587 

0 

13 

36 

588 

0 

00 

89 

586 

0 

00 

20 

576 

0 

14 

96 

577 

0 

03 

33 

578 

0 

10 

96 

571 

0 

02 

67 

570 

0 

00 

71 

562 

0 

02 

26 

561 

0 

10 

69 

560 

0 

04 

99 

559 

0 

07 

30 




















[ MPT n —3(ii) ] 


wn* 23, 2006/ailf^T 1, 1928 _ _ _ 82M 


® Name of Village 

— 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2_ 

3 

4 

5 

_ 

558 

0 

00 

20 

2. SHAHWANPUR 

128 

0 

01 

07 

127 

0 

00 

89 

126 

0 

33 

15 

118 

0 

00 

89 

111 

0 

24 

38 

110 

0 

00 

53 

105 

0 

42 

06 

104 

0 

00 

71 

102 

0 

13 

19 

72 

0 

00 

53 

71 

0 

01 

07 

19 

0 

03 

21 

18 

0 

00 

89 

17 

0 

00 

53 

14 

0 

07 

48 

13 

0 

24 

59 

16 

0 

00 

20 

12 

0 

16 

75 

10 

0 

00 

71 

* ■ 

11 

0 

00 

53 

5 

0 

02 

85 

4 

0 

11 

40 

1 

0 

00 

89 

3. LALYANA 

886 

0 

00 

89 

885 

0 

11 

41 

853 

0 

00 

89 

844 

0 

00 

36 

790 

0 

19 

78 

796 

0 

25 

48 

795 

0 

00 

53 


2807 GI/06—19 
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Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

_ 

3 

4 

5 

741 

0 

00 . 

89 

742 

0 

09 

27 

744 

0 

02 

14 

743 

0 

03 

56 

746 . 

• 0 

11 

94 

740 

0 

01 

07 

739 

0 

24 

67 

737 

0 

00 

21 

735 

0 

00 

20 

712 

0 

00 

36 

711 

0 

12 

30 

750 

0 

01 

43 

710 

0 

00 

20 

4. MANSURPUR 

202 

0 

07 

37 

197 

0 

01 

66 

201 

0 

00 

20 

198 

0 

21 

38 

199 

0 

07 

84 

194 

0 

00 

36 

193 

0 

00 

89 

189 

0 

00 

99 

190 

0 

24 

64 

184 

0 

00 

89 

181 

0 

21 

26 

124 

0 

01 

39 

123 

0 

01 

58 

180 

0 

00 

99 

118 

0 

02 

85 

119 

0 

21 

38 

122 

0 

19 

13 

121 

0 

00 

63 
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Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

126 

0 

01 

07 

130 

0 

00 

32 

129 

0 

23 

62 

123 

0 

03 

56 

127 

0 

35 

64 

5. KHAILA 

105 

0 

01 

06 

111 

0 

00 

20 

106 

0 

00 

65 

107 

0 

17 

64 

108 

0 

07 

84 

109 

0 

01 

70 

110 

0 

00 

59 

104 

0 

01 

60 

83 

0 

00 

36 

90 

0 

03 

09 

89 

0 

10 

04 

88 

0 

03 

21 

87 

0 

05 

70 

86 

0 

03 

92 

85 

0 

03 

56 

84 

0 

03 

21 

82 

0 

13 

54 

81 

0 

00 

24 

6. RAWAN URF BARAGAON 897 

0 

18 

18 

894 

0 

01 

78 

7. MEHRAMPUR 

362 

0 

00 

71 

360 

0 

08 

55 

359 

0 

05 

. 34 

358 

0 

00 

95 

357 

0 

00 

36 

356 

0 

01 

07 
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Area 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

353 

0 

14 

25 

342 

0 

00 

36 

337 

0 

01 

43 

336 

0 

01 

43 

335 

0 

00 

89 

273 

0 

08 

24 

274 

0 

02 

91 

271 

0 

02 

61 

270 

0 

21 

32 

241 

0 

00 

36 

240 

0 

00 

71 

239 

0 

00 

. 20 

238 

0 

07 

48 

237 

0 

07 

48 

232 

0 

00 

53 

231 

0 

00 

36 

230 

0 

06 

06 

229 

0 

44 

02 

228 

0 

03 

03 

227 

0 

01 

25 

226 

0 

00 

53 

218 

0 

22 

71 

216 

0 

19 

60 

214 

0 

04 

81 

217 

0 

00 

20 

213 

0 

01 

25 

208 

0 

01 

25 

' 194 

0 

00 

20 

190 

0 

00 

20 

189 

0 

14 

69 

187 

0 

17 

11 
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N?meof Village 

Khasra No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

wm 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


186 

0 

01 

19 


188 

0 

00 

89 


180 

0 

00 

89 


178 

0 

24 

24 


177 

0 

01 

25 


[F. No. L-14014/30/2006-G. R] 
S.B MANDAL, Under Secy. 

19$rawTC,2006 

^ -eft dUffcd if W 3l[W<t> mftd % f^j qeq if HH I c^ l ( 5 ^*) 

^wjm ^ *m*n 3 mn fosft ata if faiWKH cra> ^Mchih >ar^rr^r £ 

HftdSi 4» fcTXr *fR?T ^tfcm * 191 ^ fcrf^ 5RT ^ ft^rTTC ^Mdl^T f^PT i vSTT=ft 

3*ft m3>R MfsJMdliJd f^JT^ iff iff fcT? ^ 31l<j^<t> W^tcT ^TcTT % ft> if. 

5Wif 31j^41 if t, f^RT^i m$Mdl$d f^fnj ufl^ 3>T y+dl<J t, >3TOW 3?f^R g>T 3Jufa 

f^MJT 'jikj; 

3RT: m, ifNfa iwm, m$Mdl$H (ifft if <f>T 3TJfa) 3Tfg rf^ 1962 

(1962 50), cf$t £TRT 3 4?f vJWKI (l) SM W^cT SlfJkuff 3>T JRlW ifRif ^f?» if vJM^Vl ^ 3rfSfa>R 

if>T 3P3fr ^ iff 3PFf 3TT?ra 4>f tjfmTT ifRtft &; 

^ Sjf^T, 3T3^t if gf% ^ if f$d«l^ %, >3^T ?TT%5 ^ aifa^ddl W ’TRd ^ 

YT5m if>1 BfrTqf ^TWR"! ^RWT ^ ifRT 41 ^TTrft t, f^TT f^T «£ 41m ^ ifr 4f§ Wjifd r gd 

dl4 ^ fcl4 mrif vJM<lVl if> ^ 3Tuf*l iff if aft 3Rf^^ ^3^, !4lf€)<f>l , $), 

5*^-HI>leqT WW f^RtTR 'qfoftviHI. *TTCrT ^ftfcRTR <t>IMft*H 8/5. Weft. dHKjUl «RT 

iff nm, - 456010 , (*TEzni^rr) <jft fcr%?T wr 4 arista ^tt i 

a-M,^ 


cn;v\-i - 'f'Sts 

Rf^fr : mtfiuv 
■-' 

\Tvrif : nernr^T 


tf>. 1 u r ; ! ^ yy 




* j -j 

J 

< 


i MTfcj vj^nn 

403 

0 243c 



4f>0 

0 2322 



459 

0 09SQ 



458 

0 0360 



444 

C 0810 


2 

59 

o 

< > 
<£) 
O 

o 



t>' b 

o 

o 

c 

o 



[m u 3TR-31015/69/2004 3ff.3m.-ll] 

■q. arar 




















8216 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 23,2006/AS VINA 1,1928 
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New Delhi.Jhe 19th September, 2006 

S. 0.3800. —Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the public 
interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from Manglya (Indore) terminal in 
the State of Madhya Pradesh, an extension pipeline to Piyala in the State of Haryana and 
Bijwasan in the NCT of Delhi should be laid by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline is 
proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (I) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one 
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein 
for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri Arvind Khare, Competent Authority, 
Mumbai-Manglya Pipeline Extension Project, Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, 8/5, 
Vaishali, Near of Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujjain - 456010 (Madhya Pradesh). 


SCHEDULE 


TEHS1L : BAROD 

DISTRICT : SHAJAPUR 

STATE : MADHYA PRADESH 

S.No. [NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

j AREA IN HECTARE 

1 1 2 .. 

1 3 

—1 4 

1 MAN G AW ALIYA 

463 

0.2430 


460 

0 2322 


459 

0.0990 


458 

0.0360 


444 

C.0810 

2 SARANGAKH ERI 

6S 

0 0900 


518 (Govt.Nala) 

O.CIOO 


[F. No. R-31015/69/2004-O.R.-II ] 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 
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W^ITPim : fiTOM T i 23, 2006/5fllf^R 1, 1928 
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19 , 2006 

m 3TT. 3809.—^HgfcflT m*W % aft? Wf3l«! HI»lgWM (^f3t # <5U«fN* *T 

atffcw w arefar) aifaf^gw, 1962 (1962 wr 50) # «rer 2 * sw (*) * af^grw #, *re*r 
g rew 3* OgYf^ei<H aft? gifffty tffgr arrow a r ftq^a r r gr. wr. air. 1573, m#gsr 17 arte, 
2006 srer gjfc^r gprre, gi^<ni fwrar ajtorr ^ fcgref *rw (tf*WT) fMiifcs srer tot 
greer % ajfcarr, gqrffreig aft? fire? furcfr # ur w rfa r fawif % ffa? gratr avftfirziar * anftar grerar 
tnfireg# 3* <jh>o 1 w row gsgir % fisq fawn 

aft? sro* aft g£gr *gan? m wremreor tfr arar% ate aft flfcrer ^pn? ararom tftsarfrww 
xre wfrfawrarerr%; 

ann 3W, &$tt g rew sarr a r fafa rera r # mgr 2 % w (v) $r arajgreor # arrejr grew 
ftgH&qar 3ft? myfifa* ft?r arrow # aif^jrar #. a?. air. 1573, in€tar 17 arfte, 2006 tft 
arfarw a>gfr p?, aftft # ar< aiaj^ft * friar (1) sfaftr wfarr tfr aw ft?ref (^?*r) 
farfifty srer totot fa?*ft % faw fftaarfftfenr ai^tft * friar (2) trfifiT fcar # zm 
arfftfaraar 3* artftar grew vrftmft *r ^*reft wr rowTOft*ftwatfft^wg?fr%l 

«fyft 


wfta: w wrar alte o?rr 

■*-* - A.. 

InWwwirfr 99T 

(D 

(2) 

aft fa*w ^pn? arerara 

arezr tfagr yrazr $ ajfcaiT, 

«ju fSic)ifi<re^, 

<w>ftwe aft? fires flfrl 

(gftor) fatfffcy, 


farar ajjfcanr, ssni^r 


TTRf^gr 3* 3fTW tre 



[m U T^-140l4/26/2006-^t.'9t, ] 
T^. *ft. 
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New Delhi, the 19th September, 2006 

s. o. 3809.—Whereas, in pursuance of clause (a) of Section 2 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the 
Central Government vide Notification of Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum 
and Natural Gas S.0.1573, dtd. 17 th April, 2006 appointed Shri Suresh Kumar, Joint 
Collector, Morena District to perform the functions of the Competent Authority under the 
said Act for laying of the pipeline by M/s. GAIL (India) Limited in Districts Morena, Gwalior 
and Bhind in the state of Madhya Pradesh; 

And, whereas, Shri Suresh Kumar has been transferred and Shri Vijay Kumar 
Agrawal has been posted in his place; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (a) of Section (2) of the said Act and in 
supersession of the notification of the Government of India, Ministry of Petroleum & Natural 
Gas vide S.O. 1573, dtd. 17 th April, 2006, the Central Government hereby authorises the 
person mentioned in column (1) of the schedule given below to perform the functions of the 
Competent Authority under the said Act for laying pipelines by the said M/s. GAIL (India) 
Limited in the area mentioned in column (2) of the said schedule. 


Schedule 


Name and Address of the person 

Area of Jurisdiction 

(i) 

(2) 

Shri Vijay Kumar Agrawal 

Districts Morena, Gwalior and Bhind 

Dy. Cbllector, Morena, 

of the State of Madhya Pradesh. 

M/s. GAIL (India) Limited, 


District: Morena, 


Madhya Pradesh 


(on honorarium basis) 



[F. No. L-14014/26/2006-G.P] 
S.B MANDAL, Under Secy. 






C^HPT n—*3”5 3(ii)] 
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R$%?ft,20 facW, 2006 

^T. 31T. 3810.—ri Wf^tl A RS37RT?q^ JRftrT %T t REq fl^?T A (?^?) 

wim ^ ftofit jm A f?mien tot ftwft ypsmrft 3 Akmkh ^rfcum WSit ^ 

MftqgH ^ foRJ ’TNcT ^tfeRPT 4>lMft«H fof4&S 5RT X^> f^FffR WTciT^ f Ami ufl4t ^if^; 

afft ^ta ^ ww tei^r $ y%n 3> %j tjf 3n^ra> Trtfm %r t gpr 3, vat 
3^T 3T^J^t # 3f% £, wrai5^ 3R £, ^T ^ 3Tl^R 3>T 3%T 

f^TT 'Jff^',* 

3RT: 3W, ^^1 W ^fteRR afa ?3Ptt WW (gft A 7%Rt <fc 3T^R <?ff 3T%) 1962 

(1962 50), 6TRT 3 tft ^TNT (l) 5RT JRcT ^1 TT% cf% ^TT gft A 3<T% £ 3ttoR 

3>T 3|ufcT ^jy^l 3fM^ 3TT7RT ^>t tfto) u ll <TR<ft £j 

?Ai 50%. tjfr 3Tjg*ft A gf% gft A Hcra^ I, ^ ^ ^r 3 t®^ftt A ^rrtrrr $ 

wra Hlrraf wfi^T upmT w^m t, f^r ^ 41crc gpr <£ ^ wrar^r 

7% # fcT^T 73774 viMO^T 3f%)R <£ 3%T <£ W A $ft 3R% 7^7, 77ffR RTtoTtf, 

g^-OFT^OT MI^Mdl^H ft'WN qfajlwH!, ’TNcT ^nT^R foffo£g. 8/5, ^TTcfT, RHTRt^T <RT 

^) RRT, -456010, (RC!R%T) ^ fcrf&cT WT 3 3TU^T *ftT ^TT I 


31^t 


C^'tTlol 

: 

fvrldl t 


w. 

TTFf ^5T "ilU 

,| 

| A 

1 

2 

3 

_1__: - -- 

j_ _i_*_ 

1 

tG 11* 

263(?TR7.^-tRr?) 

0.0432 

2 

TOll vrlHfrf 

78 

0.0324 

3 

J^TTST ^ 

175 

0.0108 



1 ; 5(?-iT: TTrr'l) 

00216 



135 

0.0216 


- 

84 

0.0630 

4 

5<I^T ^TT 

53 

0.1520 



80 

0.0720 



23 

0 0810 

5 

♦ixkp^sl^) 

99 

0.0530 



97 

r\ Q a r\ 

U.JO IL‘ 



173 

0.0540 



101/266/4/1 

0.1620 


[TO. U 37R-31015/62/2004 3Tt.37R.-U] • 
TT. jfl^fRTt, 37^7^0 


2807 Gl/06—20 
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New Delhi, the 20th September, 2006 

S. 0.3810.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the public 
interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from Manglya (Indore) terminal in 
the State of Madhya Pradesh, an extension pipeline to Piyala in the State of Haryana and 
Bijwasan in the NCT of Delhi should be laid by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline is 
proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one 
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein 
for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri Arvind Khare, Competent Authority, 
Mumbai-Manglya Pipeline Extension Project, Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, 8/5, 
Vaishali, Near of Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujjain - 456010 (Madhya Pradesh). 


SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL : SANWER DISTRICT : INDORE STATE : MADHYA PRADESH 


S.No. 

{name of village 

SURVEY NO. ! 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

1 3 | 

4 

1 

KHAKROD 

263(Govt. Charagab) 

0.0432 

2 

BARLA1 JAGJR 

78 

0.0324 

3 

PUWARDA DAI 

175 

0.0108 



175 (Govt.Rasta) 

C.0216 



135 

0.0216 



84 

0.0630 

4 

PUWARDA HAPPA 

53 

0.1620 



80 

0.0720 



23 

0.0310 

5 

MACHHUKHEDi 

99 

0.0630 



97 

0.0810 



173 

0.0540 



101/256/4/1 

0.1520 


[F. No. R-31015/62/2004-0.R -II ] ' 
A. GOSWAMI, Linder Secy. 



rwui—^r^3(ii)] 


23, 2006/®nft*n i,1928 8221 

M ^5#, 20 fe^R, 2006 

^5T. 37T. 3811.—^ ^ gtftrT FBI % WRP^ TW 

*r #ft (g^r) % wft (RtBigr) m sbkbi# A TRt oti^t % % foq f^prn 

‘fiNfon ftiftfe srt <r> fcpBR fesrf Biit Bifeq ; 

#C RRER T$t W^T^t fttSTi % mm % feq 3TR$^ gitR ^rtT % fe 

fopf v3^T WWfcpI f^R5iq Bli OFBFT 

' £ 3t^T Cffi 3f3^T tetl Btq ; 

m° 0 m, wm, ftjiftra*? q«t (gPr i ^ft % 3#btt bi 3#t) 

StfafoR, 1962 (1962 cj>r 50) $t SJTU 3 aft OTBTT (l) SRT cfiT g#T §q, \3R 

gPt i OTfFl % 3tfeSR BT 3t^t % OTi 31RTO S& ; 

^ sifer, # ^tf 3gg^t i crffifa gft 2r ferret %, trrte % fern 3$jg*RT % 
g^T BITrf % TTBW «& gfr^T RTBITB ^FBT ^ OTW BTT BTcft t, fct £ HRf gfa B 
i1% qr^i^H fesrq bi^ $ foq rjtRfpr £ £ at^t i rsrj ^ ^t. brb , 


wt g^-g^r fern: qfefiBB (#% % Wft kb sbtcbi^ tr^), ft^R 

^RR W fe, H J KMfci<il - tTH ef TR fipT, "$T<TOT - 411 028 (g^T $m) , 

J7RTT? Bt feferf M i 3TT$R *IB R3RTT | 


3R# . 1 


dltf<fcl g W&ri 


g mwt 

m 

^r. 

, lld ^T Hi*t 


mm 

1 


l«*e< 


Bi ita 

i 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

n 

8 

i 

%)<n^ 


147 


00 

04 

26 




152 


00 

02 

02 





1?T 

E3 

06 

28 

2 



140 

2 

00 

01 

09 

1 




_ _E..., 

m 

01 

09 


[mu 3TK-31015/23/2004 3ft.3ITC.-IlJ 
TT i ft^TCft. 3TSR 
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New Delhi, the 20th September, 2006 
s. o. 38 ii.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
public interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from Loni (Pune) to Pakni 
(Solapur) via Hazarwadi in the State of Maharashtra, an extension pipeline should be laid by 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline is 
proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty one 
days from the date on which the copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein for 
laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri Sanjeev Jadhav, Competent Authority, Mumbai-Pune 
Pipeline Extension Project (from Loni to Pakni via Hazarwadi), Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited, Mega Center; Magarpatta - M & N Wing, Hadapsar - 411 028 (Pune District), 
Maharashtra. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluka : MOHOL 

District: SOLAPUR 

State : MAHARASHTRA 

Sr. 

Name of the 

Survey No. 

Gat No. 

Sub-Division 

Area 

No. 

Village 

No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mt 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


1 KOTHALE 147 00 04 26 


152 00 02 02 



[F. No. R-31 (Tl 5/23/2004-0.R.-IIJ 
A. GOSWAMi, Under Secy. 



























[wn-sr^3(ii)] 


W ^ TFm : 23, 2006/3TTfm 1, 1928 
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20 2006 


*r. 3812 .—%^t wm ih *r ^ torto gtfta ^tt% tct 

$ ( 3 ^) % (^ngr) to & rrc% tokT % qfei^r % f^ I^mh 

sm ^ fcjRrur wj^r *nftq; 

% *rorc ^ w^r fesft % y%*H % fetr ^ totsto gtfta ^RTT % 

^ ^ # W % 3<ros sg^t $ 3f% I, tot qi^q^r ^m, totRt 

m, mm, #r Oift 3 toM % ^r sk&t) 

1962 (1962 ^T 50) SJRT 3 ^ TOITCT (l) 5RT 9^xT Slfemf 3>T 9#T ^ fR, 3R 

^r TOtm £ 3Tfe^R ^t 3f3k ^ mw & Aw I; 

^if oqfer, ci?t tot sgq#. *r ^f% $ ferog I, mfter % ftrof ^r siftg^TT % 

g^rT ^R?T % TF3m^ ^frRit ^Tf^rrm ^T^TT ^R?T^T ^>?T ^nrft for k #TT ^ % 

^ qi^fl^T %5iq ^TT% % $TR OTf TOTtR % 3lte % 3T^f % *RRJ ^ #. Rite ^JcT , 


h^t gifefirft, g^-got qwnf* £rcmr qfaftro (#ft % to $3«<en?£l % r^), ft^TR 

^mtoH Wlbi, ¥n fe, TO^T - RR cT IR f%, KK1W - 411 028 (g^t fcffiT) , 
^T fi*fe?T ^ 3T1&T ^T R^TT I 



1 3ri% 


2 W J IM 


TO*sP“^ 

Tn&jr 


5 


3 


^T 





6 

7 

8 


00 01 
00 09 

00 01 
00 01 



3 


1 00 08 15 


*13 50 


[m U 3TK-31015/21/2004 3Tl.31H.-n] 
tt. iiimhI, mi vftm 
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New Delhi, the20th September, 2006 

S. o. 3812.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
public interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from Loni (Pune) to Pakni 
(Solapur) via Hazarwadi in the State of Maharashtra, an extension pipeline should be laid by 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline is 
proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty one 
days from the date on which the copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein for 
laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri Sanjeev Jadhav, Competent Authority, Mumbai-Pune 
Pipeline Extension Project (from Loni to Pakni via Hazarwadi), Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited, Mega Center, Magarpatta - M & N Wing, Hadapsar - 411 028 (Pune District), 
Maharashtra. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluka: PANDHARP! 

UR Di 

strict: SOLAPUR 

State : MAHARASHTRA 

Sr. 

Name of the 

Survey No. 

Gat No. 

Sub-Division 

Area 

No. 

Village 

No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mt 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1 

AMBE CHINCHOL 


105 

3 

00 

06 

52 

| 




Total 


06 

52 

' 2" 

SHANKARGAON 


158 


00 

02 

32 




141 

3 

00 

01 

12 




138 


00 

09 

99 




130 

1 

00 

01 

02 




129 

1 

00 

01 

68 

' r "H" 

c 




Total 


16 

13 

3 

PULUJVADI 


326 

1 

00 


35 




225 

1 

00 

08 

15 

n 




Total 


13 

50 


[F. No. R-31Q15/21/2004-O.R.-II ] 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 
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^ fo#, 20 ftRpsrc, 2006 

44. W. 3813.—TOR 4>T i*fl4)Rd it. 45 3IT4S445 9Rfar £|4T % R> HSKI^ T154 
if atft (g^r) % 445 % (tfraigr) 44> «mkch£| % Trcft ^Rwh g?n?t % 4Rci$4 % faq Rgvin 
^StRm RHPt^ sm q4> fcpsnr ftsif srt 4#q; 

4K&T TOR 4?l ftsRr % % Riq 45 3TO?44> 9RftrT ^RTT % R> 

i$t gRr if, # OTras agg^t it 4Rfat, Rraif 344 4154 RI 154 Risk; 5ni> 44 4 * 414 1, 34#t 

% aRranr 44 'Srof^T R>4r snq; 


3RR 314, &^4 TOR, it^lRm #* *3^51 4l$4dl$H (gPt it 34*tRT efe 3lRl4>R 4>T 313fq) 
3lRlRl44, 1962 (1962 4>T 50) 4?1 4ITT 3 4?1 344TCT (l) 514 934 ?lR44f 4>T 9419 4>4t §q, 39 
gRr it 399 RT % siRrstc 99 3R3Rt 9 *% efe 314 % 3iri 4 9ft ^fiw 959 ft I; 

^ ato, str 399 3 igg?ft it 4 Rfa gPt it ft 94 g I, 39 9 ift *3 % Rrcratr 59 3 iRig 3 Ri ft 
399 9 i 9 T <fc 9444 4 ft 9R19T 919194 43919ft 39499 959 $ 4 Rft t, ? 49 ft 9 R4 9; ftt 9 T gftr eft 
ftft 915941^ Risk; 39ft 9; Riq 39ft 34 fti 9 9; 3 iRi 95 R % srsfa % w«i ft «ft. 44 # RrRrt, 


9m 9 ifti 95 ift, g^-gft mi^m^ii^h #t g^-gft 91549159 Rnsnr 4 R 4 Whi ( 9 tftt % wft 995 
54 K 4 iil 9; 9 *ft), ftg* 9 i 9 ft^lRm 95 iqfoi 9 Rrfftfe, ftni fe, 4 j km<<:i - 44 9 ig Rm, sknik 


-411028 (gft Rl9l) , 45KI*£ 45t Rifes 99 if 35?t9 9^41 



414 44 414 
4. 


1 I 2 _ 

i <fcft<ifci 


9ft 49* 


Rrai 8 9I9T9 


44 49* 


959 8 45I9«5 




I i?«rc< I w| erf *SteT 


6 


8 


00 24 30 

00 00 64 

00 00 73 

00 01 62 

00 00 90 

00 00 69 


240 

241 
237 
243 


00 

02 

55 

00 

06 

04 

00 

04 

39 

00 

03 

52 
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nr 

- 1 —r~ 

3 l 

q | 


00 

00 

00 

X_i 

‘ 1 ' 

i 

2 

V* 


1122 

553 

1120 



25 

73 

50 

tKsMM 

1 — 






05 

48 

□ 

3 

ui€<)cii!k 


277 


00 

06 

42 


r~ 




IK1H 

00 

06 

42 

□ 

* 

4 



16 


00 

11 

41 


d 




53 _ 


11 

41 

□ 

5 

ssnfa 


90 


00 

02 

38 





150 


00 

04 

72 


d 






07 

10 

□ 

6 



48 


00 

12 

71 





45 


00 

16 

45 





43 


00 

14 

04 





40 


00 

71 

41 





39 


00 

09 

06 


I 




■a 

01 

23 

67 

□ 


[ttfl H m-3 1015/20/2004 3lt.3TK.-IIJ 
it. TTtesmL sm 


New Delhi, the 20th September, 2006 

s. o. 3813 .— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
public interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from Loni (Pune) to Pakni 
(Solapur) via Hazarwadi in the State of Maharashtra, an extension pipeline should be laid by 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline is 
proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 

Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 

the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty one 

days from the date on which the copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 

made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein for 

laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri M.V.Chitnis, Competent Authority, Mumbai-Pune 

Pipeline and Mumbai-Pune Pipeline Extension Project (from Loni to Pakni via Hazarwadi), 

Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited, Mega Center, Magarpatta - M & N Wing, Hadapsar - 

411 028 (Pune District), Maharashtra. 
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SCHEDULE 


Taluka: PHALTAN 

District: SATARA 

State 

: MAHARASHTRA 

Sr, 

Name of the 

Survey No. 

Gat No. 

Sub-Division 

Ar»a 

No. 

Village 

No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mt 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

n 

8 

1 

KOREGAON 

169 


00 

24 

30 



178 


00 

00 

64 



179 


00 

00 

73 



180 


00 

01 

62 



195 


00 

00 

90 



204 


00 

00 

69 



240 


00 

02 

55 



241 


00 

06 

04 



237 


00 

04 

39 



243 


00 

03 

52 

d 



Total 

00 

45 

38 

2 

TARADGAON 

1122 


00 

02 

25 



553 


00 

01 

73 



1120 


00 

01 

50 

r 



Total 

00 

06 

48 

3 

GHADGEWADI 

277 


00 

06 

42 

Q"“ 



Total 

00 

06 

42 

4 

BIBI 

16 


00 

11 

41 

d 



Total 

HZ3BI 

11 

41 

5 

VADGAON- 

90 


00 

02 

38 



150 


00 

04 

72 




Total 


07 

10 

6 

TATHAVADE 

48 


00 

12 

71 



45 


00 

16 

45 



43 


00 

14 

04 



40 


00 

71 

41 



39 


00 

09 

06 

1 



Total 

01 

23 

67 


[F. No. R-31015/20/2004-0.R.-ll ] 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy 

20 faTO, 2006 

55. MT. 3814.—TOT 5>T *T 5F OT5OT55 gtffa StcTT $ fa TOT 

*r (jfr) $ qsvfr (sfaijr) <re> miwi^I 3> tit?! 3?rof % qfitmq % 
i^i^raH 5 itt 133 ; fcrenr qi?q?niH ftsit giftjr; 

$ir <?v#t trsitt 5>r i$t % otpr & f^tT grfft % fa 

*r ^Tt ?rf *r #fa%, fartf 35Tf fasui ^ 35 3 ^%, sotth 

efe 35ftl35(T 35T 'Jwil fa<4l 'dl^ j 


2SU? G! 06- 21 
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SR8 m, (^Pr P cfc 3lPjcER c&T 3tPt) 

1962 (1962 c&T 50) ^ TO 3 eft OTSTCT (l) TO 9RrT 35T TOT g2[, 

^r?pt % <3?^r ^ <3?q% ^Fm- % ; 

czrffcr, 3fr sqgtft *r crf% gft P cnte % teft srft^Frr P 

prT TOT 3> TORT ?ft TOR*T ^FRTT OTW TO Sffift I, ^5Pl f^T 3> ^TT <?> 
PH* ^Wn^T ^TTp % ^T#T % '3lPl^R % 3TuPr cfc TOST P sft. #5pcT TO^T , 

WT TTT^lft, TOTTOI fcFTO TM^HI (#ft P wft rR? cfc TTCcT), 

sftqfen faftfe, *rt te, RTTO 2 T - cr ct qg Pin, s ramr - 411 028 (g^T f^rr), 

*fTO&£ eft fpfter P 3TRp[ ^ H^TT I 




<rr?pjr s 

HHB&IKKI&IKidWh 

3i^r § *mwz 


4>U 

JL-_ 

i 

TR TH TR 



33T-75P^ 

HM 



l^< 

ftz? 

2 

3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

i 

<?r%ro $$<*> 

513 


00 

06 

49 



624 


00 

14 

77 




M 

El 

21 

26 

2 


2370 


00 

19 

46 

n 



KB 

00 

19 

46 

3 


17 




47 



208 




36 



209 


00 

12 

24 



301 


00 

00 

85 



10 


00 

00 

30 

“ 



“P 

El 

29 

". 22 ~l 

4 

FmR 

213 


00 

00 

30 



KHK cf VKH "£ #g.4 f t£T 


01 

31 

29 



58 



13_ 

86 






45 

45 

5 

ftrori# 

152 


00 

00 

77 

“ ‘ 




EI9 


77 

6 

OTfOT# 

629 


00 

08 

59 



502 


00 

04_ 

40 

r~ 



4p 

00 

12 

99 

7 


382 


00 

34 

99 



247 


CO 

05 

37 

~~ 




00 

40 

36 | 
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3>r qw 







M tor 

mm 

2 

3 

4 

s 

6 

7 

8 

8 

Eefiri 


509 


00 

07 

09 





W 

El 

07 

09 

9 

m 


923 


00 

05 

63 




1188 


00 

07 

22 




1193 


00 

04 

65 




1194 


00 

06 

31 




1197 


00 

05 

30 




1198 


oo 

06 

31 




1199 


00 

10 

46 




1200 


00 

00 

10 




1205 


00 

06 

15 




1206 


00 

11 

19 




1207 


00 

06 

05 





■H 

69 

37 

io cutler 

556 


00 

07 

38 


555 


00 

06 

85 


600 


00 

01 

43 


494 


00 

13 

91 



_M 

wm 

29 

57 


[t^T, 3TR—31015/19/2004 3ft.3fll.-II] 


ti. 

New Delhi, the 20th September, 2006 

s: o. 3814.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
public interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from Loni (Pune) to Pakni 
(Solapur) via Hazarwadi in the State of Maharashtra, an extension pipeline should be laid by 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline is 

proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferreo by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 

Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of Jser in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962). 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty one 
days from the date on which the copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification an., 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acqusition of the right of user therein for 
laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri Sanjeev Jadhav, Competent Authority, Mumbai Pune 
Pipeline Extension Project (from Loni to Pakni via Hazarwad 1 ). Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited, Mega Center, Magarpatta - M & N Wing, Hadapsar - 411 028 (Pune District) 
Maharashtra. i 


f > 
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SCHEDULE 

Taluka: SANGOLA 

District: SOLAPUR 

State 

MAHARASHTRA 

Sr. 

No. 

Name of the 
Village 

Survey 

No. 

Gat No. 

Sub-Division 

No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mt 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1 

PACHEGAON BUDRUK 

513 


00 

06 

49 



624 


00 

14 

77 

1 



Total 

00 

21 

26 

2 

KOLE 

2370 


00 

19 

46 

1 



Total 

00 

19 

46 

3 

JUNONi 

17 


00 

12 

47 



208 


00 

03 

36 



209 


00 

12 

24 



301 


00 

00 

85 



10 


00 

00 

30 

1_ 



Total 

00 

29 

22 

4 

HATID 

213 


00 

00 

30 



EN in between 555 and 455 


01 

31 

29 



58 


00 

13 

86 

1_ 



Total 

01 

45 

45 

5 

MISALWADI 

152 


00 

00 

77 

| 



Total 

00 

00 

77 

6 

U OH AN WADI 

629 


00 

m 

59 



502 


00 

m 

40 

| 



Total 


12 

99 

7 

RAJURI 

382 



34 

99 



247 



05 

37 

1 



Total 


40 

36 

8 

AKOLA 

509 


00 

07 

09 

f 



Total 

00 

07 

09 

9 

KADLAS 

923 


00 

05 

63 



1188 


00 

07 

22 



1193 


00 

04 

65 



1194 


00 

06 

31 



1197 


00 

05 

30 



1198 


00 

06 

31 



1199 


00 

10 

46 



1200 


00 

00 

10 



1205 


00 

06 

15 



1206 


00 

11 

19 



1207 


00 

06 

05 

1 _ 



Total 


69 

37 
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Taluka : SANGOLA 


District: SOLAPUR 

State : 

MAHARASHTRA 

Sr. 

Name of the 

Survey 

Gat No. 

Sub-Division 

Area 

No. 

Village 

No. 

No. 

Hectare 

E 3 

Sq.mt 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

D 

8 

10 

WADEGAON 


556 


00 

07 

38 




555 


00 

06 

85 




600 


00 

01 

43 




494 


00 

13 

91 





Total 

00 

29 

57 


[F. No. R-31015/19/2004-0.R.-H ] 
A. GOSWAMl, Under Secy. 


-*$ 20 fad^, 2006 

^T. W. 3815.—dftcbftrf A m grftrT #TT % fe 

# sfr# (g#) % tot# (dWngr) to stotoi# # tr# #fii#Rw tott# *?; rRtor # fog %«jrth 

##f#RRT TO#SH f#f##S SRI TO f#PRTR Rl^TOn^R TO# TO%R ; 

#R %#Rl TOUR #t. ## WRWT fa®l# 3> y<IWH # f^RT q? OTcRTOT R#cT #RTT % f#T 
## gj# #, #1 5R# TORTS 3gg# if #%%, j#=RT# TOT yi$TOIIsH (IlSTR TO# TO TOTO%, TO#RT 

# 3lftraiTT TO 3T#I ten TOR ; 

3RTS 3RT, ### TRTOT, % T3f#TT 1I$TOTOH (gfr # TO#RT % 3lftra5TT TO SR#!) 

3Tfijf#TRT, 1962 (1962 TO 50) #MHRT 3 #1 TOTOTT (l) 5RT TOTT 51^TOt TO TORI TO# JR, TO 
gf# # TOlRT 55 3lfllTOT TO 3T#R TO# # STR# 3T1TOI 4 #TO!T TOT# % ; 

ajf#T, #T tot sgg# # gf# # %ros % to urtte % faror to -aTfaggro % 
gro 'RR^ R> titort <# ### ttrir"t tort #t tototo tot & to# ¥, to$R fcr # #Rr gf# % 

#1# WMlfR f#0IR TO# # f#IR TO# TO#Rl # 3li#TOT # 3T#T 55 TORI # #. RR c# f###R, 

trrt Rifaro#, gR^-g# w^n^r #r g^if-g# mis^ito fcRror qfefiTOT (## % tot# tot 

fTOTOI# # TR#), fl-gWH TO#TO f#lf##5, #RT #cR, TOTORST - RR =T RR feRT, fTRRRR 

- 411 028 (g# i#TTO) , TORI'? 3# fr##cT TO # TOS# #TO R%RT | 
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1 











f»MI S ffldKI 



3^ 

T TT^T 










mu 

erf 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1 



528 


00 

14 

76 






00 

14 

76 

2 



295 


00 

01 

03 




150 


00 

06 

50 

■ 



127 


00 

01 

36 




131 


00 

00 

78 




134 


00 

02 

16 




136 


00 

02 

04 





3^4 

00 

13 

87 

3 



70 


00 

02 

85 






00 

02 

85 


[m^. 31K-31015/31/2004 3lt.3TO.-II] 


tt. 3t^r 

New Delhi, the 20th September, 2006 

s. o. 3815—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
oublic interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from Loni (Pune) to Pakni 
(Solapur) via Hazarwadi in the State of Maharashtra, an extension pipeline should be laid by 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline is 
proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty one 
days from the date on which the copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein for 
laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri M.V.Chitnis, Competent Authority, Mumbai-Pune 
Pipeline and Mumbai-Pune Pipeline Extension Project (from Loni to Pakni via Hazarwadi), 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited, Mega Center, Magarpatta - M & N Wing, Hadapsar- 
411 028 (Pune District), Maharashtra. 
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SCHEDULE 


Taluka : KHANDALA 

1 District: SATARA 

State : MAHARASHTRA ! 

Sr. 

No. 

Name of the 
Village 

Survey No. 

Gat No. 

Sub-Division 

No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mt 

D 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1 _ 

PIMPRE BK 


528 


00 

14 

76 





Total 

mm 

14 

76 

2 

BAVKALWADI 


295 


00 

01 

03 




150 


00 

06 

50 




127 


00 

01 

36 




131 


00 

00 

78 




134 


00 

02 

16 




136 


00 

02 

04 

cz 




Total 

00 

13 


3 

MARIAICHIWADI 


70 


00 

02 

85 

c 




Total 


02 

85 


[F. No. R-31015/31/2004-0. R.-II ] 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 


4$ Mft. 20 2006 

m. 3816 .—wmi 3 331 fa 7re -afa Mtst w^FT 3 ^Vi 4* arMrc 44 aM) 

1962 (l962 44 50) (fvpfc 4744! TOT 3rM44 4*?T TO t ) 43 SJRT 3 43 TOTTCT 

(i) ^ aM urrft 43 n3 htot wrore <3 3Mrzm afa ziffo* 3*r mrm 43 arf^RT tozjt 4434. 
258 m^3T 17 4R4$, 2006, # HRcT 4> WT5T cITfa? 21 TOT?!, 2006 3 H«blftrd 4^ «St. STO TO 

3?f^EFTT ^ TOR 3PJ^ 3 MM ijpl 3 3 Hf'IoHl TOTFH ^ SR^I! TOT 3 

ctot M3 TRfra 'dvtffcfr-tl 3 Mdiwd to ^tferan tot<3 4* 4M?4 ^ for? ganMMi 
mfTe rr gd Mttc ^Msrt ^ htrh toct 3$feWH 4sMfam 1M3® hm to Mth wfWt 

M3 yxfRR 4* fcR TOM 4* 31^44? 44 3fljfa 4* 3FT3 3ITTP4 43 tflW 43 «3 ; 

afo TOT arf^RT 43 BfM 4FR1T 43 ?TT^Rsr 5 3T&H, 2006 4^ vTMcf«f 4KT ^ ^ «ft ; 

afa TOR WTl^Wr^ 3, TOT arM7m 43 SIM 6 43 TOTRT (l) 4* aM, TTTOR 43 mfl 3 

3i t; 

afa TOm A tot M3 *rc to? 4>?3 4* trram ata 7m totck £r M tr ft? tot ^ 

m^u rcTT ^H M3 <3 M ar3te t„ to 3 TOfnr 4* arMR 44 arsfa 4*3 44 Mrem Mt t; 

am: m. <3nfT7T TOTTR TOT afM44 43 m\ 6 43 TOTRT (l) SHT SRtT MM 44 fftfR 4*3 fTJ. 71? 

#n 4*<3 3 fa ^fT 3?f£R£eHr 3 tor 3f^j£3 3 MM ^ 3 M3 3 M totR 3 

arMn 4 >t aM M ^ttctt t ; 

ato TO4?R TOT 3 TMtr 43 ETRT 6 43 TOJRT (4) ITRT 5T4TT 7lM3 44 P4P7 45^3 §4, 4? 

13341 3^3 t far tot 3f3 3 tojW 44 3tMr ^ 3M ^ 44>i?h 43 43 c3M TO4>R 3 

f3f^cr ^r3 43 4^, r 3 Mm3f 3 g4?r, to 4tM3?r f3rf33^ 3 f3Hci M I 
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: ip^ 7 ^_fufefT : : MWH 


W0 

3TR W] 'TFT 

'^4 ’148 

Stew $ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

me w\ «khi 

704 

0.0400 



495 

0.0300 


[m n 3TR-3101 5/85/2004 3Tt.3T4.-II] 


R. 3TT4 FftTT 


New Delhi, the 20th September, 2006 

S. 0.3816. — Whereas by notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.0.258, dated the 17 th January, 2006, issued under 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) published 
in the Gazette of India dated the 21 st January,2006, the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the land, specified in the Schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying an extension pipeline for transportation of petroleum 
products through Mumbai-Manglya Pipeline Extension Project from Manglya (Indore) 
terminal in the State of Madhya Pradesh, to Piyala in the State of Haryana and Bijwasan in 
the NCT of Delhi by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited ; 

And whereas the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the public 
on the 5 th April, 2006; 

And whereas the competent authority has, under sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said 
Act, submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being 
satisfied that the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire the 
right of user therein ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land, 
specified in the Schedule , appended to this notification , is hereby acquired for laying the 
pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land for 
laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date of 
the publication of this declaration, in Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances. 
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SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL : INDARGARH DISTRICT : BUND!_ STATE : RAJASTHAN 


S.No. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

GHAT KA BARANA 

704 

0.0400 



495 

0.0300 


[F. No. R-31015/85/2004-0.R.-ll ] 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 


^f%#,20 fadM*, 2006 


^T. 3U. 3817.— 4 *TB 3flcfW<Ji UtftcT ^tcTT t *7^ J^TT A Wr & U (^R) 

'tmm 3 &um Rm A Ftaidr ct«tt fWft &s A frsMeraq i3?qWt 4 

qftsB^r ^ foq ’trtt -chiqf-^R f&fAZz srt x^> $mn wtch^t RTdt 

ato *r«»>r 4>t wtgr ^ ferq w amre^ TTdYcT t ^ A, # 

W&A yqra«s arg*^ 3 t. frRtf ftmq ^\A 37^rm t. ^-idni ^ aiteR 

f^TT \5TT^j; 

ajcf: aw. ^RJ TR4>R ^tfcm afft ^#TuT WW (# A 4> affaw *6T 3Rfa) ad^tl^R 1962 

(1962 ^T 50). <$\ STRT 3 4\ OTJRT (l) 5RT SRcT ?lf^RlT ^ fq. 4 VW^ t M 4> 3*toR 

^T 4Rd cfc aPF* 3tmj tfl Vt*MT 3R<ft t; 

?A£ cqf^T, vHt 3T^lt 4 ^f%T ^ 4 f^cTO t, cTT^g 4 fvjRHffd ^ ad^Rj^HT 4 iTRcf «£ 

W ^ qfcRd RRR°T vjRcTT 4>t UqR^T 3RT dt vSTTcfl t. f^T »ftcR ^ cfc 414 ^dlsH 

torq rt 4 ^ f^r ^hA ^qdRi ^ aitoR ^ an#* i w 4 #r -$m> ^r, srri4cf>r4, 

g^-Hl4o4T MIsJMdlsW f^TR MffcfiwHI. *JRcT ^tfcRR fctf4#g. 1-4t. RR\ 4ft? cflgft-fl . Bt3H 

fif4> $4 tT 4> qRT, ^41^ qfed^ — 322001 (’/Id’WFT) fclfed ^ 3TRjfrf ^ I 



dS«ft*l : 

fuTRT : 

yivm : ^TGTWR 

m 

TTTH ^T «TI*T 



i 

2 

3 

4 

i. 


81 

0.2304 

2. 

gy^q *iv 1 

7/444 

0.1584 

3. 

afefhn 

154 

0.0200 



155 

0.0230 


[m Tt 3IR-31015/85/2004 3d.31R-ll] 

TT. illvildt, 3RT 


2807 GI/06—22 
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New Delhi, the 20th September, 2006 

S, 0.38 J 7,—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the public 
interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from Manglya (Indore) terminal in 
the State of Madhya Pradesh, an extension pipeline to Piyala in the State of Haryana and 
Bijwasan in the NCT of Delhi should be laid by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline is 
proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one days 
from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are made 
available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein for 
laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri Deepak Nandi, Competent Authority, Mumbai- 
Manglya Pipeline Extension Project, Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, 1-C, Bal 
Mandir Colony, Near Hotel Pink Palace, Sawai Madhopur-32200I( Rajasthan). 


SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL: INDARGARH 

DISTRICT:BUNDI 

STATE: RAJAS THAN 

S.No. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

| SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

1 _ 3 

4 

1 . 

BHANDGANWAR 

81 

0.2304 

2. 

HARDEV GANJ 

7/444 

0.1584 

3. 

ANGHORA 

154 

0.0200 



155 

0.0230 


[F. No. R-31015/85/2004-O.R -II ] 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 
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M 21 Uw«K, 2006 

w * 3fT. 3818.— ^^ >H?eM? ft ^RR 3ft? Tftftvff WTeTTf^ ft ft 

ST^T? <?? 3Tufa) aftftfftTPT, 1962 (1962 50) (fftfft ftfft ??Tft ^rfict ; TOT 3TdrPm 

wr TOT # ) eft m?T 3 ftt (l) ft 3?^T wft eft ^ *TT?cT ^TWR ft 

ftftfoTTm #7 ft?r fmm eft sri^Ri wrr ^t.ot. i96i cnftsr 12 

2006, vft ^TReT ft W1 eTTft^ 20 2006 ft U^>lftTirl eft ^Tl? sft, £JT?T ^?T 3lfa?j^T 

ft w srjsjft ft ^jfft ft *reznj^?T ft w^ii (?ft?) ftwm ft 

sRhi u ii ?r37i ft f^ncTT ?Msnft ftst ft fftvsram^ <ra> ^Ifcnm 

^TTftf ft mR< 164 ft fen? g^-*TMle*JI WWf fftWK yftftOHI ft HIE2JH ft ^TRef 
ft^fcm cbf?ftft>R forfft&5 g7?T ^ ft?xTT? 4f$M<HI;H fftwft ft nftuH ft feJT? 

vWft'l ft 3lf^R 3Tvjfa ft STjft 31J?T7J eft ftw eft eft ; 

#7 ^T WT? 3f{ft?pHT eft yfclTIT ^RTT ftt eTTff^ 23 vjj*T, 2006 ftt ^TeTO 3>?T ft 

^ ft ; 

3ft? ?m m fc c E lft ft. ^T 3Tfftft7m eft erm 6 eft OT^KT (l) ft 3JESH ftftTJ ?T?ef>K 

ftr smft Rft£ ft ft t ; 

3ft? ft-ftl| ?r?^T? A ^rT RftJ y? fftefT? 4)?^ ft MiMid , 3ft? 71? ?R1^7Pf ft vjffft 
t[? fft ^T m$MeJI$4 ftwft ft feft 3fft®fcT t, \J?ft ft Sjf^T? ^T 3F3fa 

^T fftfftfblTJ fftrjT t; 

3T?T: 3R, ft^4 ?T?cJ>I?, ^3cfxT 3l1^,Pi4*l ftt ^TRT 6 ftt ^WRT (l) £KT y^xT ^ 

yftry cfrftt 71? ftw g>?ft t fft I?T ft ?(eTM SFFjft ^ 

f%m$ ^ ^RTtur ^ ^ 3rsfn f^u ^ncTt f ; 

3ik WW OTcT 3?iSrf?m Clft «TRI 6 clSt ^IJEIRI ( 4 ) 5RT IRtT ?lf^10t ^>T TTOtn 

gj# fq, Pft?T -^r ^ -groin nn aifenn? nlnm «<t>i«in nft 

ctt^ n?r n^Stn g^JR ^ ?!% n5t romi, ^nft fferonf gro, w.^lleiro 

cbi-iiil^m fcif^rig ^ PilSa Blnr i 



_«v • cv 

_£ _ 


rretTlcl : iPTTg? Wfell : if415 

? ?TXRl : ?Tuf?CTPT 

m 

111*1 ^TPT 

HEbEkBi 


1 

2 

3 

4 

1 . 

gsft 

1190 

0.0303 



565/2190 

0.1368 



1182 

0.0144 

2 . 

cl«Txft 

1128 

0.0072 



1080 

0.0216 

3 . 

?rft*ig? 

641 

0.0040 

4 . 


351 

0.2592 

5 . 

«fR3? 4ft^T 

527 

0.0864 


[m U 31H-31015-/93/2004 sH.StR-II] 


xi, , zmw^ 
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[Part II —Sec.3(u)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER23,2006/ASVINA 1,1928 


NewDelhi,the21 September, 2006 

S. 0.3818.— (Whereas by a notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 1961, dated the 12 th May, 2006, issued under 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) published in the 
Gazette of India dated the 20 th May, 2005, the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the right of user in the land, specified in the Schedule appended to that notification 
for the purpose of laying an extension pipeline for transportation of petroleum products 
through Mumbai-Manglya Pipeline Extension Project from Manglya (Indore) terminal in 
the State of Madhya Pradesh to Piyala in the State of Haryana and Bijwasan in the NCT of 
Delhi by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the public on 
the 23 rd June, 2006 ; 

And whereas the competent authority has, under sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, 
submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being satisfied 
that the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (I) of section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the ——land, specified 
in the Schedule, appended to this notification is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government directs that the right of user in the said land for laying the 
pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date of the 
publication of this declaration, in Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL : GANGAPUR DISTRICT : SAWAI MADHOPUR STATE : RAJASTHAN 


S.No. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1 . 

CHULI 

1190 

0.0303 



565/2190 

0.1368 



1182 

0.0144 

2. 

TOKSr 

1128 

0.0072 



1080 

0.0216 

3. 

SALEMPUR 

641 

0.0040 

4. 

KHAREDA 

351 

0.2592 

5. 

KHANPUR BADODA 

527 

0.0864 

-r>----- 


[F. No. R-31015/93/2004-O.R.-II J 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 









['TFT II—T§r°?r 3(ii) ] 


TPm ; few 23, 2006/3Tlf^R 1, 1928 
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ft foftt, 21 2006 


W. 3* 3819.— ftv ^ fc j *K4>R, ft^fcRP? 3lfr «dp|u| WTeTT^T ft ^WhT ft 3ffe^R 

4>T 3f\ifa) 3lfeMRTO, 1962 (1962 4>T 50) (foft ^flft 3^ft HSdld ^33d srf^Pm 4>?T 

W t) 4 «IRI 3 ft* vRETRT (1) 4 3l^T 4ft M *TRcT 7R4SR ft 

3ffa ^T^fcW ft*T ft^TTcRl ft* 3rf^RJ^TT ftT^TT 3>T* 3TT* 932 dlftifel 4 W. 2005 (fafft 
4>fc 30* 39 dlft<sl 5 ^RT4ft.2006, *TRcT ft dlft<s4 7 yH<lfl. 2006 

ft' 4ft ^ aft ^rt ftartfacr fft^rr tot ®rr) ft* *tr<t ft crrfNgr 12 

3Ixf.2005 ft U<frlftld 4ft aft. 5RT 3»(tH£«RI ft ftcfR 3PJ*jrft ft faPrf^cJ ^fft ft 

q« yg ftgj ttto ft tou ftwm ft sfanW ^nro ft P^rtt ctsjt fcft* 

VI«fETT*ft ft^f ft ftvTORH cT4fi> ft^fcTW ddinft ft uft*T$3 ft fcf^ J^-WTTOT 
M l gM o Ugd faSTR 3ftftv5PTT ft TO2f*T ft *TRd ft^fcRPT <t>Rft)$H 1TRT ^ 

fft^fR MI^McU^d ftBlft ft ft fcRJ vJiRlbl ft 3TfiT4>R 4>T 3Tvifa ft 3P*ft 3TRT3 

4ft ft*w ft* aft ; 

fttT TO*T TTuTTO 3fftRp3T ft* vjFRTT ft* dlft<sl 29 ^T.2006 ft* vJMef^f 4RT ft* 

^ aft ; 

WRT y lf^l<t>l>n ft. TOtT 3rf£|pMH 4 ft STRT 6 ftt BTOKT (1) ft 3lft^T # ft^ftfa 
3R45R ft* anrftt ftftft ft ft* t 

•3#? 4^ft*7J >TR4>R ft. TO*T ftftft IR f^JR 3Rft ft ^TOTcT. ftfr ^ 4P1IE4R S* xinft 3R 

1ft ^4fd ft«lift ft ftrft arftftm t. ^rft to 3rft4 4Rft to 

fafttftro fft^rr t 

3RT: 3R, ftnft^I 4R4JR. TO*T ftt ^TRT 6 ftt ^TORT (1) SRT 1T4RT aiftdft’ 

UftK f<L 7^ CTNwn ^ft t fft 3fftRp^T ft fteTR 3TJ^ftY ft ftfftftfe 
tP» 4 Mi4M<4i^4 ftwift ft ftnj ^tpftn ft arfe^R ^t 3jftftnn «rrar t 

3ft? ft*ftto 4R4»R 3jftrfftR ftt ETRT 6 ftt ^TORT (4) URT ^T4cd 4lftdftf 
yfth'T fq. 7|? fftft^T ftftt ft fft B4d wftiT 3>T 3lfe4>R f?T ^ftw ft 

TOM ft* d l ft^ 4ft ft^hl *R4>R ft fftfecT ?tft 4ft 4T^fR, Tift* fto^Tftf ft ^4tT. 

3TRd ft^*fcnm ftftft^rH ft fftftn ^Y^tt ! 
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3I^t 


dS'iftd : T T 7 TP3'f f 

vjTcTT : 7FR : YFSTWR 

mo 

■U 1 *1 mi TR 

^ T4? 

<3?m>d *! 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 


259 

0,1799 


258 

0.0934 


257 

0.0330 


260 

0.1891 


236 

0.0397 


235 

0.2882 


234 

0.2180 


232 

0.0100 


228 

„ 0.2880 


229 

0.0010 


230 

0.0671 


189 

0.3320 


172 

0.0103 


157 

0.1021 


152 

0.2200 


151 

0.0713 


150 

0.0728 


149 

0.1229 


123 

0.1512 


124 

0.1404 


120 

0.0246 


115 

0.5719 


116 

0.0896 


114 

0.0944 


133 

0.0144 


18 

0.1110 


19 

0.1303 


20 

0.0515 


29/3312 

0.0881 


31 

0.0010 


30 

0.1167 


33 

0.0432 


38 

0.2880 


39 

0.0828 

2. 

qufU^ 

1426 

0.0072 

3. 

Hid 4^ 

1280 

0.0598 


1265 

0.0158 


830 

0.0123 


1273 

0.0942 



[Will—T^3(ii)] 


W : ftl<T«TT 23, 2006/3TTf??H 1, 1928 
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a>o 

HPT <J>T ^TRT 


d-iWel 4 

i 

2 

3 

4 

3. 


1274 

0.1136 



1275 

0.0487 



1272 

0.0702 



1278 

0.2348 



1285 

0.1440 



1249/1403 

0.0788 



1287 

0.2083 



1287/1420- 

0.0492 



1300 

0.0648 

4. 


1190/2117 

0.0576 

5. 


338 

0.0756 

6. 

<5|’<£|h 

640 

0.2232 


[m U 3*R-3 1015/93/2004 3Tt.3TR.-II] 


TJ. J|]Wl4L 

New Delhi, the 21. September, 2006 

S. 0.3819.—Whereas by a notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum 
and Natural Gas number S.O. No. 932 dated the 4 th March, 2005 (amended vide No. S.O. 39 
dated the 5 th January, 2006, published in the Gazette of India dated the 7 th January, 2006) 
issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mineral Pipelines (Acquisition 
of Right of user im Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) ( hereinafter referred to as the said Act), 
published in the Gazette of India dated the 12 th March, 2005. the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the land, specified in the Schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose of laying an extension pipeline for transportation 
of Petroleum Products through Mumbai-Manglya Pipeline Lx ten si on Project from Manglya 
(Indore) terminal in the State of Madhya Pradesh to piyala in the State of Haryana and 
Bijwasan in the NCT of Delhi by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the public on 
the 29 th June, 2006; 

And whereas the competent authority has, under sub-section (I) of section6 of the said Act, 
submitted report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being satisfied 
that the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land, specified in the 
schedule, appended to this notification, is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government directs that the right of user in the said land for laying the 
pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date of the 
publication of this declaration, in Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances. 
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[Part II —Sec. 3(ii)] 


SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL 

: GANGAPUR DISTRICT 

: SAWAIMADHOPUR 

STATE : RAJASTHAN 

S.No. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1 . 

SHYAROLI 

259 

0.1799 


258 

0.0934 


257 

0.0330 


260 

0.1891 


236 

0.0397 


235 

0.2882 


234 

0.2180 


232 

0.0100 


228 

0.2880 


229 

0.0010 


230 

0.0671 


189 

0.3320 


172 

0.0103 


157 

0.1021 


152 

0.2200 


151 

0.0713 


150 

0.0728 


149 

0.1229 


123 

0.1512 


124 

0.1404 


120 

0.0246 


115 

0.5719 


116 

0.0896 


114 

0.0944 


133 

0.0144 


18 

0.1110 


19 

0.1303 


20 

0.0515 


29/3312 

0.0881 


31 

0.0010 


30 

0.1167 


33 

0.0432 


38 

0.2880 


39 

0.0828 

° 2. 

VAZIRPUR 

1426 

0.0072 

3. 

BHALPUR 

1280 

0.0598 


1265 

0.0158 


830 

0.0123 


1273 

0.0942 



[^TTII—TTO3(ii)] 


4TR1 : fffcF^R 23, 2006/34^44 1, 1928 


S.No. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 ! 

4 

3. 

BHALPUR 

1274 

0.1136 



1275 

0.0487 



1272 

0.0702 



1278 

0.2348 



1285 

0.1440 



1249/1403 

0.0788 



1287 

0.2083 



1287/1420 

0.0492 



1300 

0.0648 

4. 

CHULI 

1190/2117 

0.0576 

5. 

CHHAN 

338 

0.0756 

6. 

KrtANDIP 

640 

0.2232 


[F. No. R-31015/93/2004 O.R.-I! ] 
A. GO SWAM I, Under Secy. 


824. 


M 21 fadH*, 2006 

^T. 33T, 3820, — TRcMV ^ efft>f|cT if 3TTonm>‘ tfcftfT FfcfT |.ft> y&J if 7JFTc*n (^7) 

WH ^ WWm M if f^TTcTT cRTT fterft 74^4 ^44^4$ sfR A favjfciRH c44 if^RTC ^?qWf *f> 
^ foRJ *fRd ^rfeRR ferfl£s SRT ^ f^RTR MIsJMdlS’i Umi vrf 'tflf^j; 

3fR cf^fRT RW Rl^qeTT^T feTO^ 541^4 ^ led? Tfg 3443744 XftfttT ^tcfl t W **JpT if, uft 

X3M!^ 3XJ?-[xft if crf&fcT t, faRR* WT 9T^dl$d f^OT? ^TT^f 44 qRTTcT f, RRifiR <J> 44 3F3fa 

tor w?; 

3RT: 3RJ, <T>^Rl TR^R, ^tfeWO ^R 7#44 'ITW (ffi 3 XmRT ^ 3Tf?RF>R <4T 34rN) 3{t?Tf>tR 1962 
(1962 44 50), £TRT 3 4$t TORI (l) £RT Sf^cT ?rtaif 34 5RTRT <4# gq, \3R ^f?T if oWl 4> 3ff£R4R 

44 3Rjfq 4R7l 3T4n 3TRRJ 4?l tf4f°|| 4R7?f I; 

4^ clrfcRT, vjft 7344 3FJ*£ft if crf&fcT ^ if fid 4^ t, v3R ^ fuRT^I art^RJERT ^ ^44 4R4 4> 

^TvffCTST 4?f afcRff RR7RR 4R?4 4>t 44cRE7 4RI wfT^f t. ?44ffR f^4 iflcR ^ RTfRefT^ 
f %wz 4TRf 4* wrm 4> 3T^R 4* 3Tvf4 <4 4*4^ if ^ 44$, 45rR qrf§44$. 

^4^—^FTc^TT m§H~dl$n IcJ’^clR MftqlvrMl, 4Rd TfjjtfcRR 44qf^~?M I rl fad's, 1 —R-ft, slid 4f^7 44 cTHI, |tad 
fife 4> 4RT, - 322001 (MW) 4$ foffa44 7RT 4 3TT§fq iRn 7T4WT! 


2807 Gl/ 06—23 
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tcT : 

f^TcTT : 



TO TO 

to? 


i 

.. _ 2 . . 

3 

4 

i. 

TO ^ETOT 

118/474 

0.0864 

2 . 

TO 

174 

0.0900 



211 

0.0800 



213 

0.1540 



209 

0.1100 



180 

0.0480 



210 

0.0900 

3. 

\TTfr 

960 

0.0472 



961 

0.1260 



889 

0.1596 

4 . 


695 

. 0.0500 

5 . 

f\ V 

T4W 

639 

0.0679 

6. 


59 

0.0320 



49 

0.0600 



13 

0.0600 



4 

0.0364 

7 . 


1742 

0.0300 



1744 

0.0300 



1743 

0.0648 



799/2559 

0.1396 

8 . 


1430/1288 

0.2556 



1288 

0.4284 



1290 

0.0430 



1250 

0.0450 



1249/2 

0.0500 



1271 

0.0850 



1264 

0,0280 



1299 

0.0360 



1287/1420 

0.2208 



1287/1418 

0.2035 



1272 

0.0600 



1249/1403 

0.0512 



[WTII 

— TsTJ5 3(ii)] 

iipm : fmm 23 , 2006A3Ttt^r 1 , 192 s 

8245 


d tT'tTlel '• 7 PTT3'? 

tvjlet 1 : 'flqijj 

: TTtjRSTH 


3TTR 



1 

2 

3 

4 

9. 


678 

0.1340 

10. 


798 

0.0730 



799 

0.0230 



782 

0.1800 



772 

0.0648 



780 

0.0400 

11. 


2 

0.0612 

12. 


566 

00072 



989 

0.0340 


[m U 3TR-31015/93 'iu04 3ft.31R.-II] 
TT , 3m TifWl 


New Delhi, the 21. September, 2006 

S. 0.3820.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the public 
interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from Manglya (Indore) terminal in 
the State of Madhya Pradesh, an extension pipeline to Piyala in the State of Haryana and 
Bijwasan in the NCT of Delhi should be laid by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline is 
proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one days 
from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are made 
available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein for 
laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri Deepak Nandi, Competent Authority, Mumbai- 
Manglya Pipeline Extension Project, Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, 1-C, Bal 
Mandir Colony, Near Hotel Pink Palace, Sawai Madhopur-322001( Rajasthan). 
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SCHEDULE 


i £.11311.: GANGAPUR DISTRICT: SAWAI MAOHOPUR STATE:RAJASTHAN 


o 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

. 1 _j 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

BADH T4TVJADA 

118/474 

0.0864 

2, 

DHAY 

174 

0.0900 



211 ‘ 

0.0800 



213 

0.1540 



209 

0.1100 



180 

0.0480 



210 

0.0900 

\ 

UR/5RI 

960 

0.0472 



961 

0.1260 



889 

0.1596 

4. 

*\ !i "i A> h'u■:t b.-.D0DA 

695 

0.0500 

5. 

BIN EGA 

639 

0.0679 

b. 

SEVA 

59 

0.0320 



49 

0.0600 



13 

0.0600 



4 

0.0364 

"Y 

8 < 

KISHOHPbk 

1742 

0.0300 



1744 

0.0300 



1743 

0.0648 



799/2559 

0.1396 


BHALPIJR 

1430/1288 

0.2556 



1288 

0.4284 



1290 

0.0430 



1250 

0.0450 



1249/2 

0.0500 



1271 

0.0850 



1264 

0,0280 



1299 

0.0360 



1287/1420 

0.2208 



1287/1418 

0.2035 



1272 

0.0600 



1249/1403 

0.0512 
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TOT TT^m : 1WTO 23, 2006/3fllW*f1 > 1928 


SCHEDULE 

TEHSIL: GANGAPUR DISTRICT: SAWAI MADHOPUR 

STATE: RAJASTHAN 

S.No. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

9. 

KHANDIP 

678 

0.1340 

10. 

TATWADA 

798 

0.0730 



799 

0.0230 



782 

0.1800 



772 

0.0648 



780 

0.0400 

11. 

HIRAPUR 

2 

0.0612 

12. 

CHULI 

566 

0.0072 



989 

0.0340 

-—- 


[F. No. R-31015/93/2004-0. R.-II ] 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 

c^TOc-TT WcR7 


^ fTOft, 13 2006 

RTT. 3TT. 3821.— #5Ri cbYTO R1TO (TON sfft fcTOTCT) 3TRrfYTO, 1957 (1957 

cfTT 20)( W 'cTcfxf 3Tf^m ^1 W t) ^ 5M 7 ^ TOTO (1) cfr 

c£t Rs*. iTWcT cfc cf^ReTT H^leRI ^ 3TRTCJTOT ^<TOch TO3TT. 1028 11 

2005, yfr TO cfr TOTTO, RFT 2, ^ 3, (ii), 19 2005 3 TOTf^R ^ 

£RT vHT 3Tf^RJERT Y TORR 3 ftpfe trf^T ^ f^RT^t TO 240.50 TO? 

(TOFT) RT 97.33 %c£zR (TOFT) t, 3 FYr TO* c£ TOY 3TFTO ^ ^ ^ » 

3fk FaFf RTYrorYt Y tot arfYRTRR ^ rtr 8 ^ 3 ^ 4 cHta totr rY toY RYrY Y Yt 

3fk RF£fR « CRT xjcfcr MY RR fcpcTR TOT R* TOTRT 3fR TO flYsT FTOTC 7T 
tttp# rM c£ RTRRT RF RTOTOT^ Yt RRT t fcR ^7# TOFR 3F£7pft Y rM 240.50 TOR 
(eFTlFT) RT 97.33 6<YTO (cFFFT) TO RTcft STf^RT rY RTFft Wf%R ; 

3RT: m YMR TOTO, TOT 3TfYfYRR rY TOT 9 rY TOTTR (l) |[RT TOT ^(rUr) RTT TORT R?tY 
^tt ^ fcj^un’ cfRcft t fcR TOTO TOT^ft 4 Rf% 240.50 TOR (TOFT) RT 97.33 YrYr? 
(TOFT) TO RTcft ^fY 3TM rY TOft tl 

STR HjR RT cY SfefrR 3 TtY RToT &R R? MTO TOTO TOTO/54/2005 
25.11.2005 cRT f^STR RmYto, tM (TO R^T) R> RRRfcFT Y RT rYRcTT fYRTO.1, cRTrYTO 
TO3R T^te, cRcHcRxil c^r chi TOR ^ RT RT^f chYeTR^TOR (TOTTO 3T^TO), RlTO) cY (TO 

R^T) cfc RTFltcTO Y fcRRT R1T RcfTcTT ^1 
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Tfaft WE ^ fawn -II 

f^TcF (T«T T^T) 

3TfteR ^5tcE TTFT/54/2005 cfpte 25.11.2005 


FT ^ ' FT* (arf^RI TStfcT ft) 


1 

ES3 

’TIT FT 

TFT 


f^TcH 

flter $ (dTTT) 


1 



(to 5T0) 

18.00 

TFT 

2 

_ 



(TO STO) 

69.00 

TFT 

3 

fYcFT 


(to 5T0) 

71.00 

TFT 

4 

fYFTT^t 


yM (TO 5T0) 

18.00 

TFT 


176.00 TT 71.23 (eFFFT) 

_ 


TTTT Ttf^TT 3 3lf$F FTTF FTTltcE 

56(TFT), 57, 58, 59 (TFT), 60(TFT), 6 l(TFT), 62(TFT), 65(TFT), 66 (WT), 67(TFT), 68 (TFT), 
69(TFT), 7o(TFT), 71 (TFT), 72, 73(TFT), 74, 75(TFT), 76(TFT), 213(TFT), 222(TFT), 

224(TFT), 225(TFT), 226, 227, 228(TFT), 229 ^ 233, 234(TFT), 235(TFT), 237(TFT), 13/845 
(TFT) 3#T 56/853(TFT). 

TFT F5R4T ^ 3Tf^TT FTF TPSTFE 

33(TFT), 34(TFT), 35, 36, 37, 38(TFT), 39 Yf 59, 60(TFT), 68 (TFT), 69(TFT), 70(TFT), 71 Tf 
93, 94(TFT), 112(TFT), 113(TFT), 116(TFT), 117 ^ 121, 122(TFT), 123, 126(TFT), 127(TFT), 
128(TFT), 131 (TFT), 132 TT 174, 175 (TFT), 177(TFT), 178(TFT), 179(TFT), 180(TFT), 

188(TFT), 189 (TFT), 190(TFT), 191, 192, 193, 194 (TFT), 195 TT 198, 199(TFT), 200(TFT), 
201 (TFT), 203(TFT), 204(TFT), 205(TFT), 206(TFT), 207(TFl), 236(TFT), 354(TFT), Tk 355. 

TIFT TTtEFT ^ 3 tYjIT FTT FTFITT 

696(TFT), 697, 698, 699, 700(TFT), 701 (TFT), 703(TFT), 706(TFT), 707 (TFT), 849 (TFT), 
850(TFT) r 851 Yt 857, 858 (TFT), 859(TFT), 862 (TFT), 863 889, 890 (TFT), 891 (TFT), 

892 (TFT), 893 905, 906 (TFT), 907(TFT), 932(TFT), 944 (TFT), 945(TFT), 946(TFT), 947 ^ 

949, 950(TFT), 951 Yt 958, 959(TFT), 960, 961 (TFT), 962 T* 974 , 975(TFT), 977(TFT) 

981 (TFT). 

TFT Rft# 3 Tf^Tcf FTTE 7FSTFF 

74(TFT). 93(TFT), 94(TFT), 95, 96, 97(TFT), 98(TFT), 116(TFT), 117(TFT), 118(TFT), 

119(TFT). 120,121,122(TFT), 123(TFT), 124(TFT), 125(TFT), 126 Yf 130, 131 (TFT), 132 ^ 
136, 137(TFT), 138(TFT) ( 139(TFT), 145(TFT), 146 (TFT), 183(TFT), 184(TFT), 3?F 196(TFT). 
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fttaT 

cfj-^sr W V fft^ ft 3TRWT ^ftt t 3lk TIFT fftnftt ft FFF ftW 196, 184, 183, 117, 
119, 118, 131, 116, 97, 98, 74, 94 3ft? 93 ft Tmft t F2IT TIFT ftteFT ft We 

W&m> 696, 700, 703, 701, 961, 959, 706, 707, 850, 849, 859, 858 3lk FITcT 
864 cT^TT 858 ftt Ff*ftfcRT ftfal, 1 ^ ft?2IFF 861 F2IT 863 ft ftftfcTtT ftftlT 3ft We 
FWcF 862 ft ftlFT? TJfft t FSIT TTFT ft W ftsftF 112,131,128 3ft 354 ft 

ft^T? WRft t 3ft 'Tft tftg F? f^TeRfr tl 

W ft 3TTFF ttftt t 3ft TIFT T53T7T? ft W TM 354, 127,126,122, x cTRr 

ft?2IT 123 cFIT 124 ft wfafcld ftftwe ft?ftcF 116,113,94,34,33 3ft 38 TIFT 
ftfftlT ft we ft?sftcF 228,224, 222, 225, 213, 56, 56/853, 59, 60, 61, 62,13/845, 70, 
69, 66 dFT 65 ft ftcfv? 3TTft t 3ft? ‘ft F? fftcft tl 

W ‘ft fftf ft 3TFFT tft t 3ft TIFT ftfftlT ft We ftSF 65, 67, 
68,71,73,75,76,213,235,234 F2IT 237 cT^IT TIFT ft WRT ft?sftF 38, ^T: TIFT ftfftlT 

ft We ftT^lft 237 3ft? TIFT W?sF5 ft We ftw 38, 236, 60, 69, 68, 70, 200, 
201,199, 203, 204, 205, 206, 207 F2IT 194 ft ftcfj? ufift t 3ft? ‘ft fft^ tl 

V -c|> ftlT ‘ft fft^ ft 3TTFF ftftt t 3ft? TIFT ?F?sF? ft We ft?ftc5 194, 189, 188, 190,180, 
179, 178, 177 cT^TT 175 3ft? TIFT ftftFT ft W WIT 907, 906, 932, 892, 891, 890, 
945, 944, 946, 981, 977, 950 3ft 975 d^IT TIFT fftlft ft We 145,146 ^ 

^cTIF 145 cT^TT WcT ftftcF 138,139,137,125,124,123,122,117,183,184 3ft 196 

ft ftFF unft t F2IT 3TTft^TcF ‘ft fftf F? ffteft tl ) 

ViH <9'S ‘ft 





mi 

ftF l^cb^ 4 (cFFFT) 

_...-i 

teu-iftuji 

1 

ftftFT 


FEiSiKFBTW 

2.50 

FFT 

2 




62.00 

FFT 




^ d ftn 

64.50 41 26.10 (d4'4J|) 


TTFT ftcFT ft 3TfvrRT FFcT ft?5mft 

We fto 462 (FFT) 

TIFT ^ft? ft 3lfftcT W£ ftsftcb 

(FFT), 12(FFT), 13(FFT), 15(FFT), 19(FFT), 20(FFT), 2l(FFT), 30(FFT), SSeftFT), 973(FFT), 
974 (FFT), 989(FFT), 990(FFT), 991 (FFT), 992(FFT), 993 (FFT), 996(FFT), IOOI(FPT), 

1002(FFT), 1003(TTFT), 1004, 1005(FFT), 1006(FFT), 1007(FFT), 1010(FFT), 1011, 

1012(FFT), 1013(FFT), 1014, 1015(FFT), 1016(FFT), 1295(FFT), 1296(FFT), 1297(FFT), 

1310(FR), 131l(FFT), 1312(FFT), 1315(FFT) 3ft? 1316(FFT). 
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^.-tl Wr R^ ^ OTPT Ffcft t? 3ff7" TFT c£ icfTT 30,386, 13, 11, 12, 992, 

993, 996, 1003,1002,1005,1001 ^ 1005 tfSIT 1312 3fa TTT TftcFT c£ W TO7TE 
462 TIFT tcrrc TTSH 1312, 1316 1315 % t 3ffc V W 

fttcTcft l? I 

tJ-CT Wt rj Raj Tf 3TPPP Ftcft i? 3fN TIFT c£ T^lici 1315, 1316,1312,1310, 

1311 JpT: 1312 cTSTT 'RTTS TRsPTcp 1297,1296, 1295 3fN 1015 % FtcF? FTTcft t 3fft 
V R^ T7 Ridcfl t? I 

W V f^f 7* 3TFW M t 3^ TIFT ^ c£ x^TT TR sP f <T 1015, 1016, 1013, 1012 
■RTT Tf'ifil i <F 1011 cf^-TF 1026 Trf^lfeRT xtftPT 3?^ ’RPT TPSPtP^ 1010, 1006, 1007, 992, 
989, 990, 974, 973, 13, 15, 19, 20 ^SP 21 % Tintft % sfa V tr t I 


W ‘ur’ f^f 7) 3 tfff FT# 13 fr? tift ^ ^ tt^pcp 21 f*it 30 7) fiftt ^ t 
3ik 3?Nf^cP ftFfT7 f^TcTcft t I 


[TT.-43015/1/2003-^37R3TI^^J 

Ministry of Coal ^ ^ 

New Delhi, the 1 3th September, 2006 

S. 0.3821.— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Coal, number S.O. 
1028, dated the 11 th March, 2005 issued under sub-section (1) of section 7 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) and published, 
in Part-II, Section 3, sub-section (ii) of the Gazette of India dated the 19 th March, 2005, the Central 
Government gave notice of its intention to acquire the lands measuring 240.50 acres (approximately) or 
97.33 hectares (approximately) in the locality specified in the Schedule appended to that notification; 

And whereas, the competent authority, in pursuance of section 8 of the said Act, has made his report to 
the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the aforesaid report and, after consulting the 
Government of Madhya Pradesh, is satisfied that the land measuring 240.50 acres (approximately) or 97.33 
hectares (approximately) described in the Schedule appended hereto should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the sub-section (1) of section 9 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby declares that the lands measuring 240.50 acres (approximately) or 97.33 
hectares (approximately) described in the Schedule appended hereto are hereby acquired. 

The Plan No. Rev/ 54/2005/ dated 25.11.2005 of the area covered by this notification may be 
inspected in the Office of the Collector, Sidhi (Madhya Pradesh) or in the Office of the Coal Controller, 1, 
Counsel House Street, Kolkata or in the office of the Northern Coalfields Limited (Revenue Section), 
Singrauli (Madhya PradeshV 
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Schedule 

Gorbi Block ‘B’ Extension II 
District -Sidhi, (Madhya Pradesh) 


All rights 

Sub-Block *A* Drawing No. Rev/54/2005 dt. 25.11.2005 (Showing lands acquired) 


Serial 

number 

Name of 
village 

Tahsil 

District 

Approximate 
area in acres 

Remarks 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1 . 

Naurhiya 

Chitrangi 

Sidhi (MP) 

18.00 

Part 

2. 

Rajkhad 

Singrauli 

Sidhi (MP) 

69.00 

Part 

3. 

Solang 

Singrauli 

Sidhi (MP) 

71.00 

Part 

4. 

Sigahi 

Singrauli 

Sidhi (MP) 

18.00 

Part 

Total area 176.00 acres (approximately) 
or 71.23 hectares (approximately) 


Plot numbers acquired in village Naurhiya: 

56(P), 57, 58, 59 (P), 60(P), 61(P), 62(P), 65(P), 66(P), 67(P), 68(P), 69(P), 70(P), 71(P), 72, 73(P), 
74,75(P), 76(P), 213(P), 222(P), 224(P), 225(P), 226, 227, 228(P), 229 to^33, 234(P), 235(P), 237(P), 
13/845(P) and 56/853(P). 

Plot numbers acquired in village Rajkhad: 

33(P), 34(P), .35, 36, 37, 38(P), 39 to 59, 60(P), 68(P), 69(P), 70(P), 71 to 93,94(P), 112(P), 
113(P)116(P), 117 to 121, .122(P), 123, 126(P),127(P), 128(P), 131(P),132 to 174,175(P), 177(P),178(P). 
179(P),180(P), 188(P), 189(P), 190(P), 191, 192, 193, 194 (P),195 to 198, 199(P), 200(P), 201(P) 203(P), 
204 (P),205(P), 206(P), 207(P), 236 (P),354(P), and 355 


Plot numbers acquired in village Solang : 

696(P),697 698 699 700(P), 701 (P),703(P), 706(P), 707(P), 849(P),850(P), 851 to 857. 858(P>, 859(P), 
862(P), 863 to 889, 890(P), 891(P), 892(P), 893 to 905, 906(P), 907(P), 932(P), 944(P), 945(P), 946(P), 947 
to949, 950(P), 951 to 958, 959(P), 960, 961(P), 962 to 974, 975(P), 977(P) and 981(P). 

Plot numbers acquired in village Sigahi: 

74(P), 93(P), 94(P), 95, 96, 97(P), 98(P), 116(P), 117(P), 118(P), 119 (P),120,121.,122(P), 123(P), 124(P), 
125(P), 126 to 130, 131 (P), 132 to 136, 137(P). 138 (P),139(P),145(P), 146(P), 183(P), 184 (P)and 196(P). 


Boundary' description: 

A-B Line starts from point “A” and passes through plot numbers 196, 184,183, 117,119, 118, 131, 116. 
97, 98, 74, 94, and 93 of village Sigahi and plot numbers 696, 700,703, 701, 961, 959, 706, 707, 850, 
849, 859, 858 common boundary of plot numbers 864 and 858, common boundary of plot numbers 
861 and 863 and plot number 862 of village Solang and plot numbers 112, 131,128 and 354 of 
village Rajkhad and meets at point *B\ 

B-C Line starts from point “B” and passes through plot numbers 354, 127, 126, 122, common boundary 
of plot numbers 123 and 124 and plot numbers 116, 113, 94, 34, 33 and 38 of village Rajkhad and 
plot number 228, 224, 222, 225, 213, 56, 56/853, 59, 60, 61, 62,13/845, 70, 69, 66 and 65 of village 
Naurhiya and meets at point “C”. 


2807 GI/06—24 
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C-D Line starts from point ‘C’ and passes through plot numbers 65, 67, 68, 71, 73, 75, 76, 213, 235, 234 
and 237 of village Naurhiya and plot number 38 of village Rajkhad again plot number 237 of village 
Naurhiya and plot numbers 38, 236, 60, 69, 68, 70, 200, 201, 199, 203, 204, 205, 206, 207 and 194 
of village Rajkhad and meets at point ‘D*. 

D-A Line starts from point ‘D’ and passes through plot numbers 194, 189, 188, 190, 180, 179, 178, 177, 
and 175 of village Rajkhad and plot numbers 907, 906, 932, 892, 891, 890, 945, 944, 946, 981,977, 
950, and 975 of village Solang and plot numbers 145, 146 again plot numbers 145 and plot numbers 
138, 139, 137, 125, 124, 123, 122, 117, 183, 184 and 196 of village Sigahi and meets at the starting 
point ‘A’. 


Sub-Block 

B 1 

Serial 

number 

Name of 
village 

Tahsil 

District 

Approximate 
area in acres 

Remarks 

1 


3 

4 

h 5 

6 

1 


Singrauli 

Sidhi (MP) 

2.50 

Part 

2 

Muher 

Singrauli 

Sidhi (MP) 

62.00 

Part 

Total area 64.50 acres (approximately) or 26.10 hectares (approximately) 


Plot numbers acquired in village Solang: 

Plot No. 462 (P) 

Plot numbers acquired in Village Muher: 

1 HP). 12(P), 13(P), 15(P), 19(P), 20(P), 21 (P), 30(P), 386(P), 973(P), 974(P), 989(P), 990(P), 991, 
992(P)„ 993(P), 996(P), 1001(P), 1002(P), 1003(P), 1004, 1005(P), 1006(P), 1007(P), 1010(P), 1011, 
1012(F), 1013(P), 1014, 1015(P), 1016(P), 1295(P), 1296(P), 1297(P), 1310(P), 1311(P), 1312(P), 
1315(P), and 1316(F). 

Boundary description 

E-F Line starts from point ‘E’ and passes through plot numbers 30, 386, 13, 11. 12. 992, 993, 996, 1003, 
1002. 1005, 1001 again 1005 and 1312 of village Muher and plot number 462 of village Solang and 
plot numbers 1312, 1316 and 1315 of village Muher and meets at point ‘F\ 

F-G Line starts from point ‘F’ and passes through plot numbers 1315. 1316, 1312, 1310, 1311 again plot 
number 1312 and plot numbers, 1297, 1296, 1295 and 1015 of village Muher and meets at point 

‘G\ 

G-H Line starts from point 4 G’ and passes through plot numbers 1015, 1016. 1013. 1012 common 
boundary of plot number 1011 and 1026 and plot numbers 1010, 1006. 1007. 992. 989. 990. 974. 
973. 13, 15, 19, 20 and 21 of village Muher and meets at point ‘H\ 

H-E Line starts from point 'H‘ and passes through plot numbers21 and 30 of village Muher and meets at 
starting point 4 E\ 

[No. 43015/1/2003-PRIW] 
M. SHAHABUDEEN, Under Secy. 
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19 Rm«K, 2006 

OT. 3 * 22 —<ftftfrg ggfcR ft gftggi OTW Sfa ( 3 T^T 3 ik fftggg) arfttfftgg, 
1957 (1957 gf 20) ( faft fgft ?gft> g?gm ggg arfftfftgg WI ggi ^) gft «RT 7 gft 
gqgRi (1) g> 3rcftg gift gigr ggw? eft gftggT ftgrag gft atRRjggt ggtrtg; gn. an. 
3590 nT$73 29 ftfcfWR, 2005, gft tTRcf eft gafTR, gFT 2, 733 3, ^9733 (i'i) grft73 8 

3rrjcr, 2005 4 Sempra gft gf «ft, i^tt gg arfft^tRT ft wh ft RPif^e 
ftftftg gft Tjft) ijfftgt 4 m gg 97 ftft) -jjpmt eft gggt atfftgrTft g> arftg gRft ft aim 
gft TpRI ft ft ; 

3ik gsrg gftftemft ft ggg ftftfftgg gft «iri 8 3)^rui ft ftfttg trjpr gft 3mft 
fftftft ft ft t; 

3#7 ftfttg trcrr cm, ijftgg ftftft 97 fftgR gRft ft 97grg 3tk 9 ?rt^ w ft 
TTtgft gRft ft 4*916 gf 799919 ft W ft fft fgft TTcF^T 3t^7jft ft ggT gfftg 397.25 
ftg^7 (oTWT) gT 981.60 Tjg^ (cTWl) 9T9 cTTcft ijfft 3jk ftft ijfftft ft ft ST gg 97 ft 
7R77T 3Tfftg97 arfftcT fft? Rift grfftj ; 

3RT:, 3Tg, ftftftg 717997, ggTT atfftpliH gft SJRI 9 gft vJTORT (I) gRT 5 RtT 
Ttfggft gg jrotn gRft g? ftw gRftt t, fft arjqft) ft gag gfftg 397.25 ftgg? 
(gggg) gr 981.60 9995 (ernftg) mg gift ijfft affc ftft ijlftgt ft gr gg 97 ft gift 
3rfftgg7 aftftrg fftft Rift €1 

fg 3tRRjggT eft ftgfts 3nft gTft ftg ft ^gigr g. #-1 (^)lll/vftOnpt3(R/742- 
0206 , gTftTi 15 gRgft, 2006 gg fftftsm, gRrge^ ggggra, (gftg^O ^ ggg)gg ft gr 
gftgcg fftgggs, 1, gggfttct figg gWgrai (fftg 700 001) eft gggfag ft gT 
ftgeft gftggftgsg fftifftftg, (gggt fftigg) gftg fftftlR rt^ri, ggy - 440 001 

(HfKRj) eft gggftgg ft fftsgi ri gggn t l 

ai^ftl (gpr V) 

gftcTR-fftgft fft>tgiRg 73^, 
gpft gxrft ^g, 


fftrar gggw (g?wn^) 

g. 7ft -l(^)lll /0|'ji^g3TR/742-O2O6 dlft>ta 15 gRgft , 2006) 

gift aft&eRR: 


sJvH 

Ti. 

im on htft 


r dfvftd 

—1 

r^ftton ~ 

C^orfi') 



1 

-i 

glgift 

31 

r\ 

cHT 

warm'd 

6)3.77 

'HFT 

2 

efttelg 

32 

gft) 

^d^Td 

143.57 

*TFT 

3 

fftgft 

32 

gft) 

WdHTd 

23.86 


4 

groftt 

32 

gft) 

WirRTd 

5.57 

“irm 


ftg:- 239.77 ftgg? (otwi) 
gT 

592.47 TjgRT (ctWT) 
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hr ururft 3 arf^cT filnj rj we rtsur* 


67, 69, 70, 71/1- 71/2, 72, 73, 92/1- 92/2, 93/1- 93/2, 94/1- 94/2, 96, 97, 
102/1- 102/2- 102/3, 103, 104/1- 104/2, 105/1- 105/2, 106, 110, 111, 
133/1- 133/2, 134, 135, 136, 137. 

ur ufcfrr 3 aifficT fan? r* RTS rt tfc 

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28/1- 28/2, 29/1- 29/2, 30/1- 
30/2, 31/1- 31/2- 31/3- 31/4- 31/5, 32, 33, 34/1- 34/2, 35, 36, 37/1- 37/2- 
37/3, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42/1- 42/2, 43/1- 43/2, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 
62, 161, 162, 176, 177/1- 177/2, 178/1- 178/2, 179/1- 179/2, 180, 181, 182, 
183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192/1- 192/2, 193, 194, 195/1- 
195/2, 196, 197, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 3RTT3t, WP (UTU). 

HIH Rjnffi Tpr gffe tinsgitp: 

31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 51, 52/1- 52/2- 52/3, 53, 54, TTScfj 
(UR). 


70/1, 70/2, 71. 

Cf> - W: Wr "cf> ^ 3TT7R ffcft # Tcffe RTsUTR 137, 136, 102/1- 

102/2- 102/3, 97, 96, 94/1- 94/2, 67, 70, 69 URU #8T $ 
mv-im ur uruft tpruft t ftR ttcurp 196, 197 , 

193, 222, 221, 220, 219, 218, 1, 2, 10, 25, 24, 33, 

URU #R RTST UTUff t ftr? UR utcpft 3#7 cHlcWl uft Rl^rfcR UR 
#TT cfr RTSJ-RT2T UTTcft t ftR 3#7 fW u f ^ fc Hd UR ^RT 

3^7 'RTU RTgJTcP 33 , 34/1- 34/2, 35, 37/1- 37/2- 37/3, 39 U> RR- 
RT2J /pTUft t fW UR Rfc RTUrfcP 31, 32, 33, 34 UTRT TftUT c£ 

Rjaf-RTR UR fiRfr FtUR 3TF[ RRcp W cfReft t 3#7 UUU 

7i^icF> 54 URU TftUT ^ UTUft UR 3T^t eft Rf^fad 

UR #R ft ftft ff Tcffe RTUlfcp 54, 53, 52/1- 52/2- 52/3, 51 eft 
URU fttUT ft Rjsj /JuRcft fftf %" U7 f%wft t I 
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MRtT^TTRI M^ : fafli=4R 23, 2006/3Trf^FT 1, 1928 

^3 - "T: #31 T?ffe 51, 40 H?t H1?H #81 # TIRT-Tim TTHT f## # #HR 

1 T 3R ^ ^ ^18 Rm'J) #7 chim'd # #ii|felcl HR 7#T1 # HR HR# t 
3jfr HR #cRl # 1 ?ffe 'ci'S^iq) 62, 61 Hit HI?H TflHI # 7881 TpR# 
f#f 'V H7#R# t I 

8 - 8: #31 t#R -6<Syi* 61, 60, 54 # H1?H #81 # 7TR1-71RI HR ^leRT # 

#HR jpK# t, W #7 ^cffe 'H^jich 54, 42/1- 42/2, 43/1- 43/2, 
31/1- 31/2- 31/3- 31/4- 31/5, 30/1- 30/2 # H1FH 7ft81 # HR 
HR# t, 7T3# #7 7P3H1 H^ wm #81 # RTT2T-RTT2T, 3T7WT^ #7 H7R 
TRsHtHI 161, 162, 189, 188, 186, 182, 181, 179/1- 179/2, 176 <# 
HR HR# t f#7 HR c##71 #7 HR?# 7# RTf^rfeTcT HR #81 #7 
Hlfe #2J#5 71, 70/1- 70/2 # H15H #81 # TTRI TpR# % #7 UR 
HR?# #7 #7# <# ##fcRt HR #81 # HR HR# t #7 W 
#5I7H1 72, 73, 92/1- 92/2, 106, 110, 111, 133/1- 133/2 # H1?H ' 
#8T # 7TR1 ^pR# f#f V H7 f#T# t I 

8 - HI: #H, Rife TRsHTHI 133/1- 133/2, 137 # 81?H #8T # 7H81-RT81 HR 

#H# # #HR "JHR# t #7 3H#lHl f#f "Hi" 87 f#7# % I 

ai^ft (hr*73' ) 

c^dR-f## #8 tewiRd 7313, 

H# RR# «Rl, 
f#RT HHH81R (H?KI«0 

(#3# 71. # -1 (f) III /##R3TR/742-0206 HT#I 15 HRH# 2006) 

71# StfSraiR: 


Sfp T 

TT. 

ITFf tj?7 ’TP-f 

^rfcfeef 

d?#d 

tvfcH 

etn 

RSujRmi 



^RsdlcJ) 




1 

31%# 

32 

H# 


43.52 

*TFT 


<peT HfH 43.52 %HH7 (RWl) 
HI 


107.83 7H7? (cRRR) 

HR 3## 3 3#jR 88 TTTSHtH?:- 

230/1H1- 230/173 1 230/2- 230/3, 231/1- 231/2, 232, 233, 234, 235, 236, 
237, 277, 278, 279, 280, 281, 282,- 283, 284, 285, 286, 287, 288/1H1- 
288/171- 288/2HR 288/273- 288/381- 288/373, 297/1- 297/2- 297/3- 297/4, 
298/1- 298/2- 298/3- 298/4, 299, 300/1- 300/2, 7T5H? (HR) I 
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Tftar cjufa:- 


- xf: ^75 t f^V % antT #i7ft ^ 3ik cmt ^ 55 eft tti^t 

3#? RTfe 'MteHicb 297/1- 297/2- 297/3- 297/4, 299, 300/1- 
300/2 eft WTfTf #5T ft flcfR TJGRft f 3#? f%n| V iR fifclftf t I 

^ - 0: ft5T R7T0 ftT^TTcp 300/1-300/2, 288/131- 288/175-288/231- 288/275- 

288/331- 288/371 cfft WTFZf ftftTT ft TTTft-TTm TTR 3ftft ft ftcFR 
t, 71^31 3R 3Rft f sfft ftR iftfe ft7sft3l 285, 284, 283, 282, 281, 
236, 235, 233, 232, 231/1- 231/2, 230/31- 230/175- 230/2- 230/3 
7ft 3TF3 TffaT ft 7TW-7TT8I ZJRTTft t #7 fftf'V iR fftoTcft t I 

0 - 75T: ft5T iftfe 7775551 230/131- 230/175- 230/2- 230/3 Tiff WTfTT TffaT ft 

7TTST-7TT8J TTTR 3ftft % ftcfR TpRcft t #7 fftf ' 7?' 37 ftcRft t I 

3f - ft5T iftfe 7T73531 230/1 cfj- 230/175- 230/2- 230/3, 231/1- 231/2, 

232, 234, 235, 236, 237, 280, 279 7ft 3TF3 TffaT ft Rm-Tnai 733 
3ftft ft ftcfR "JRTTft t, RT^cR 3R cfRft f 3fh? W 7175335 278, 277, 
288/175- 288/175- 288/cR- 288/215- 288/331- 288/315, 298/1- 

298/2- 298/3- 298/4, 297/1- 297/2- 297/3- 297/4 cfft 3TF3 RfhRT ft 
TITO-TIRI lJURTft t ftt7 ‘fftf V ft 3TRR0P iR IftRft t I 

3^7j4) (WTV) 

cbMR-ffi3ft ftfa fcR-dlftd 755, 

Trft Udft Sfa, 

fftoTT 34 dHld (RFRT^) 


(ft5T31 TT.Tft -l(^)inM75ft33TR/742-0206 dlfti5 15 5173ft, 2006) 

7Tft 3lf&31R: 


5FT 

TTFT cJ>T 

IV 

dgft)d 

fit ell 

ft5T 

9S-' 

I^hPwi 



'MKoci 






^RsOTcf) 





1 

35%^t 

32 

3ft 


55.48 

'JTFT 

2 

4l7i|i4 

33 

7jft 


58.48 



TpR ft? 113.96 %cP55 (RWT) 
75 


281.60 TJT^g (RWT) 
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^nft j MfatKU :- 

wt'cR* + nm*re' + ^-q^l ’tft V = TPft srffreKT? 

239.77 + 43.52 + 113.96 = 397.25 %cfS? (cFFFT) 

592.47 + 107.53 + 281.60 = 981.90 W (eFFFT) 

tift 3ftft ft arftm fog *n? ^ffe 

1 (’TFT), 2 (iTFT), 3, 4 (’TFT), 5, 6, 7, 8, 9/1- 9/2- 9/3, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 

15/1- 15/2, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29 (’TFT), 30, 

31 (’TFT), 32 (’TFT), 33, 34, 35 (’TFT), 36 (’TFT), 48/1 (’TFT), 48/1^>, 48/2(’TFT), 
49, 50 (’TFT), 51/2- 51/3- 51/4(’TFT), 60/1 (’TFT), (’TFT). 

TIFT 3 arf^RT fifrq FT? ’cffe Ti<sqjch:- 

79, 94/TfF 94/73 - 94/F, 98, 99, 100, 101/1- 101/2, 102, 134, 135, 136, 137, 
138, 139/2, 140/2cfT, 143/2, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151/1- 

151/HT>- 151/2, 152/2, 153, 154, 155/1- 155/2, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160/1- 

160/2, 161, 162/1- 162/2, 163, 168, 169. 

ftfcn qftF:- 

tr - 5 t: ftgr ft?f ‘xt' ft 3TrFT fteft t 3ft? era) Fft ft ftfruj ^ ft tfst-tfst 

TIFT 3T%ft ft 3ft? tcfc TTTsftTF 2, 3, 7, 8, 9/1- 9/2- 9/3, 11, 12, cf?t 
?TFT TfftTT ft ftef?? ’pTTcft t 3ft? fftf “?T" F? fftcTeft t I 

- 3T •• ft3T TIFT 3T%ft 3ft? ftTFieT cfft TTffftffteT TIFT TfFTT 31)7 FTfe 7T7ifteF> 12, 

13, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22 ftt sTTFTI Tft’TT ft 7TTST /pITeft ft fft? RF? 
T-iTsTlief? 169, 168, 163, 161, 158, 155/1- 155/2, 94/F>- 94/73- 

94/F, 98, 99, 100, 79 ftt '<TT?7T #FT ft 7TTSI-7TTSI TIFT ft eFTR 

3TFt ft 3ft? fft*j V F? t 1 

3T - Z: ft3T RTTcT 7T7STTF? 79, 102, 101/1- 101/2, 136, 135, 134 eft eOFF 

ftftTT ft 7TTST-77TST TIFT ftT'lft ft ftfcJR 'QFR<ft ft 3ft? fftxj ‘ Z ' FT 

fftelft ft I 

Z- xl: ftgT ’effe TTTsfteF? 134, 140/2F?, 139/2, 143/2, 152/2 eft FTFF #ht 

ft 7TTSI-7TTSI TIFT ftyftef ft ftcfR 'QFRft ft, TIFT 4)T J lie| 3ft? 3lftft eft 
7#ftfc T cT TIFT #FT 7ft FT? efRsfl ft fft? tefe TTTsftep 60/1 (FFT), 50 
(’TFT), 51/2- 52/3- 53/4^), 48/1 (’TFT)- 48/1^- 48/2(’TFT), 31 
(’TFT), 2^ (’TFT), 32 (’TFT), 35 (’TFT), 36 (’TFT) ft ft ’JFRcft 3TFT 

ft, 7F5F? FR FReft ft ft?? W TTTg f eb ' 4 (’TFT), 1 (FFT), 2 (FFT) 
ft ft 3Tfft ft 3ft?3TT?fftg? fftf ' ?f' F?fft6Tefttl 


[ 3 .- 43015 / 15 / 2004 -^ 3 ^ 3 ^ 5 ^] 
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New Delhi, the 19th September, 2006 

S. 0.3822.— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Coal 
number S.O. 3590 dated the 29 th September, 2005, issued under sub-section (1) of section 7 of the Coal 
Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), (hereinafter referred to as the 
said Act) and published in the Gazette of India, Part - II, Section- 3, Sub-section (ii), dated the 8 th 
October, 2005, the Central Government gave notice of its intention to acquire the lands and all rights in 
or over such lands specified in the Schedule appended to that notification ; 

And whereas the competent authority in pursuance of section 8 of the said Act has made his 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering the report aforesaid and after consulting 
the Government of Maharashtra, is satisfied that the lands measuring 397.25 hectares (approximately) 
or 981.60 acres (approximately) and all rights in or over such lands as described in Schedule appended 
hereto should be acquired ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 9 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the land measuring 397.25 hectares (approximately) 
or 981.60 acres (approxirnately) and all rights in or over such lands as described in Schedule are hereby 
acquired. 

The plan bearing number C-I (E)/lII/JJNR/742- 0206 dated the 15 ,h February, 2006 of the area 
covered by this notification may be inspected in the office of the Collector, Yavatmal (Maharashtra) or 
in the office of the Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata (Pin 700 001) or in the office of 
the Western Coalfields Limited (Revenue Department), Coal Estate, Civil Lines, Nagpur - 440 001 
(Maharashtra). 


Schedule (Part - ‘A’) 

Kolar - Pimpri Deep Extension Block, Wani North Area, 
District Yavatmal (Maharashtra) 


All Right s 


( Plan No. C-1 (E)IH/JJNR/742-0206 dated the 15 th February. 2006). 


Serial 

Name of 

Patwari 

Tahsil 

-1- 

i District 

Area (in 

Remarks 

number 

village 

circle 



■ ■ ! 

hectares) 




number 



... i 


u . I 

1 | Gowari 

!_ 31 

Wani 

1 

Yavatmal { 

66.77 

Part 

L 2 1 


32 

Wani 


Yavatmal 

143.57 

Part 

L ..... 3 1 

Pimpri 

32 

Wani 

Yavatmal 

23.86 

Part 

4 i Bramhni 

32 

Wani 


Yavatmal | 

_. 5.57 _ 

Part 


Total area 


239.77 hectares (approximately) or 
592.47 acres (approximately) 
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Plot numbers acquired in village Gowari: 

67, 69, 70,71/1- 71/2, 72, 73,92/1-92/2, 93/1-93/2, 94/1-9472,96,97, 102/1- 102/2- 102/3, 103, 
104/1- 104/2, 105/1- 105/2, 106, 110, 111, 133/1- 133/2, 134, 135. 136, 137. 

Plot numbers acquired in village Kolera : 

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28/1- 28/2, 29/1- 29/2, 30/1- 30/2, 31/1- 31/2- 31/3- 
31/4- 31/5, 32, 33, 34/1- 34/2, 35, 36, 37/1- 37/2- 37/3, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42/1- 42/2, 43/1- 43/2, 54, 

55. 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 161, 162, 176, 177/1- 177/2, 178/1- 178/2, 179/1- 179/2, 180, 181, 

182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192/1- 192/2, 193, 194, 195/1- 195/2, 196, 197, 

218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, Abadi, Road (Part). 

Plot numbers acquired in village Pimpri, 

31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 51, 52/1- 52/2- 52/3, 53, 54, Road (Part). 

Plot numbers acquired in village Bramhni: 

70/1- 70/2,71. 

Boundary description : 

Line starts from point ‘A’ and p=0a/sses through village Gowari along the outer 
boundary of plot numbers 137, 136, 102/1- 102/2- 102/3, 97, 96, 94/1- 94/2, 67, 70, 69, 
then proceeds through common village boundary of villages Gowari and Kolera along 
the outer boundary of plot numbers 196, 197, 193, 222, 221, 220, 219, 218, Abadi, 1, 2, 
10, 25, 24, 33 then passes along the common village boundary of villages Kolera and 
Pimpri and outer boundary of plot numbers 33, 34/1- 34/2, 35, 37/1- 37/2- 37/3, 39, 
then proceed through village Pimpri along the outer boundary of plot numbers 31, 32, 
33, 34, crosses road and outer boundary of plot number 54 and common village 
boundary of villages Pimpri and Aheri and the outer boundary of plot numbers 54, 53, 
52/1- 52/2- 52/3, 51 and meets at point ‘B\ 

Line passes through village Pimpri along the outer boundary of plot numbers 51, 40, 
crosses common Village boundary of villages Pimpri and Kolera and outer boundary of 
plot numbers 62/61 and meets at point ‘C\ 

Line passes through village Kolera along the outer boundary of plot 
numbers 61, 60, 54, crosses road and outer boundary of plot numbers 54, 42/1- 42/2, 
43/1- 43/2, 31/1- 31/2- 31/3- 31/4- 31/5, 30/1- 30/2, crosses road and along the outer 
boundary of road, Abadi and plot numbers 161, 162, 189, 188, 186, 182, 181, 179/1- 
179/2, 176, then crosses common village boundary of villages Kolera and Bramhni and 
outer boundary of plot numbers 71, 70/1- 70/2, then crosses common village boundary 
of villages Bramhni and Gowari and passes along the outer boundary of plot numbers 
72, ?3, 92/1- 92/2, 106, 110,111,133/1- 133/2 and meets at point ‘D\ 

D - A : Line passes through village Gowari along with the outer boundary of plot 

numbers 133/1- 133/2, 137 and meets at starting point ‘A’. 


B-C : 


C - D : 


2807 GI/06—25 
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Schedule (Part - ‘B’) 

Kolar - Pimpri Deep Extension Block, VVani North Area, 

District Yavatmal (Maharashtra) 


All rights 

Plan No. C-I(E) 

1II/JJNR/742-0206 dated the 15 th February. 2006). 

Serial 

number 

Name of 
village 

Patwari 

circle 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

• 

Area (in 
hectares) 

Remarks 

1 

Aheri 

32 

Wani 

Yavatmal 

43.52 

Part 


Total area : 43.52 hectares (approximately) or 
107.53 acres (approximately) 

Plot numbers acquired in village Aheri > 


230/1 A- 230/1B- 230/2- 230/3. 231/1- 231/2. 232, 233, 234, 235. 236, 237. 277. 278. 279. 280. 281. 
282. 283, 284, 285. 286, 287. 288/1 A- 288/IB- 288/2A- 288/2B- 288/3A- 288/3B, 297/1- 297/2- 
297/3- 297/4, 298/1- 298/2- 298/3- 298/4, 299. 300/1- 300/2. Road (Part). 

Boundary description :- 


E ~ F : Line starts from point ‘E’ and passes through village Aheri along with the 

Southern Bank of Wardha River and outer boundary of plot numbers 297/1- 297/2- 
297/3- 297/4. 299. 300/1- 300/2 and meets at point *F\ 

F - G : Line passes through village Aheri along with the outer boundary of plot 

numbers 300/1- 300/2. 288/1A- 288/lB- 288/2A- 288/2B- 288/3A- 288/3B, crosses road 
then passes along the outer boundary of plot numbers 285. 284, 283, 282, 281. 236, 235. 
233. 232. 231/1- 231/2, 230/1 A- 230/1B- 230/2- 230/3 and meets at point ‘G\ 

G - H : Line passes through vil lage Aheri along with the outer boundary of plot 

numbers 230/1A- 230/1B- 230/2- 230/3 and meets at point *H\ 

H - E : Line passes through village Aheri along with the outer boundary of plot 

numbers 230/1 A- 230/IB- 230/2- 230/3, 231/1- 231/2, 232, 234, 235, 236, 237, 280. 279. 
crosses road and passes along the outer boundary of plot numbers 278, 277, 288/1A- 
288/1B- 288/2A- 288/2B- 288/3A- 288/3B, 298/1- 298/2- 298/3- 298/4, 297/1- 297/2- 
297/3- 297/4 and meets at starting point *E\ 


Schedule ( Part -‘C’) 

Kolar - Pimpri Deep Extension Block, Wani North Area, 
District Yavatmal (Maharashtra) 


All rights _ ( Plan No. C-l(E)III/JJNR/742-0206 dated the 15 th February, 2006) 


Serial 

number 

Name of 
village 

Patwari 

circle 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area (in 
hectares) 

Remarks 

1 

Aheri 

32 

Wani 

Yavatmal 

55.48 

Part 

2 

wmmm 

33 

Wani 

Yavatmal 

58.48 



Total 


area: 113.96 hectares (approximately) or 
281.60 acres (approximately) 
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All rights : 


Schedule ‘A’ 

+ 

Schedule ‘B’ 

+ 

Schedule ‘C’ = Total area 

239.77 

+ 

43.52 

+ 

113.96 = 397.25 hectares (approximately) 

592.47 

+ 

107.53 

+ 

281.60 - 981.60 acres (approximately) 


Plot numbers acquired in village Aheri 

1 (Part), 2 (Part), 3, 4 (Part), 5, 6, 7, 8, 9/1- 9/2- 9/3, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15/1- 15/2, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 

21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29 (Part), 30, 31 (Part), 32 (Part), 33, 34, 35 (Part), 36 (Part), 48/1 (Part), 

48/1 A. 48/2 (Part), 49, 50 (Part), 51/2- 51/3 - 51/4 (Part), 60/1 (Part), Road (Part). 

Plot numbers acquired in village Borgaon 

79, 94/A- 94/B- 94/C, 98, 99, 100, 101/1- 101/2, 102, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139/2, (40/2A vy L43/2, 

144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151/1- 151/1 A- 151/2, 152/2, 153, 154, 155/1- 155/2. 156, 157, 158, 

159, 160/1- 160/2, 161, 162/1- 162/2, 163, 168, 169. 

Boundary description 

F - 1 : Line starts from point *F’ and passes through village Aheri along the 

Southern Bank of Wardha River and outer boundary of plot numbers 2, 3, 

7, 8, 9/1- 9/2- 9/3, 11,12 and meets at point T. , . , 

I - J : Line passes along the common village boundary of villages Aheri and 

Borgaon and outer boundary of plot numbers 12, 13, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, then 
proceeds through village Borgaon along the outer boundary of plot numbers 169. 168, 
163, 161, 158, 155/1- 155/2, 94/A- 94/B- 94/C, 98, 99, 100, 79, and meets at point ‘J’. 

J - K : Line passes through village Borgaon along the outer boundary of plot 

numbers 79, 102, 101/1- 101/2, 136, 135, 134 and meets at point 4 K\ 

K - F : Line passes through village Borgaon along the outer boundary of plot numbers 

134, I40/2A, 139/2, 143/2, 152/2, crosses common village boundary of villages Borgaon 
and Aheri then proceeds through plot numbers 60/1 (Part), 50 (Part), 51/2- 52/3- 53/4 
(Part), 48/1 (Part)- 48/1 A- 48/2 (Part), 31 (Part), 29 (Part), 32 (Part), 35 (Part), 36 (Part), 
crosses road then proceeds through plot numbers 4 (Part), 1 (Part), 2 (Part) and meets at 
starting point ‘F\ 

[No. 43015/15/2004-PRIW] 

M. SHAHABUDEEN, U»nder Secy. 
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wt 3ft? tor Tfricra 

M 29 3FT?cT, 2006 

<FT.3JT 3823.- 3^ ei l Pl R > srfftfwr, 1947 (1947 

14) 17 ^ ft, RRPT? TOR RTRft 

37TRT 5 ( 05^1 ^ ft<s(«S Pl<ilv>1<*hl* 

sftr 4ft* kT ft ftN, srjaft ft aftsjtfft* ft 

7TRPR 3ftftffi|* 3ftRafRW?RT '-4141^ ft W 
(ftft wm\ 401/2004) ft( TOfftcl RRdt t, ft ftftfa 7R*R 
ft* 29-8-2006 ftt WZ ^37T «TTI 

Eft. ^-42012/126/2003-3Tlf 3TR(ftt- H)] 
W1 ef>RR ftg, iT^ 3Tfwft 
MINISTRY OFLABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 
New Delhi, the 29th August, 2006 

S.O. 3823.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 401/ 
2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Chennai now as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the management of Prasar 
Bharati, and their workman, received by the Central 
Government on 

29-8-2006. 

[No. L-42012/126/2003-IR (C-II)] 
AJAY KUMAR GATJR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDLSlPRIAL 
IRIBUNAL-CUM -LABOUR COURT, CHENNAI 

Monday the 15th May, 2006 
Present: K. Jayaraman, Presiding Officer 
Industrial Dispute No.401/2004 

[In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), between the 
Management of Prasar Bharati and their workmenl 

BETWEEN 

The General Secretary, I Party/Claimant 

Broadcasting Engineering 
Employees’ Union 

AND 

The Administrative Officer, : II Part)//Management 

Prasar Bharati, Broadcasting 
Corporation of 

India, Doordarshan Kendra, Chennai 
APPEARANCE: 

For the Claimant : M/s, P. Chand.rasekaran, 

Advocates 

For the Management : Mr.M. VenkateswaranACGSC 


AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Order No .L-42012/126/2003-IR(C-II) dated 4-8-2004 has 
referred the dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication. The 
Schedule mentioned dispute is as follows:— 

“Whether the non-payment of OTA by the 

management of Broadcasting Corporation oT India, 

Doordarshan Kendra, Chennai is legal and justified? 

If not, to what relief the workmen are entitled?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I.D. No. 401/2004 and notices were issued to both 
the parties and both the parties entered appearance through 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner Union in the Claim 
Statement are briefly as follows:— 

The Petitioner is a registered union under Trade 
Union Act bearing Registration No.2670/CN1 and is 
functioning for the welfare and general upliftment of the 
conditions of service, of employees employed under 
Respondent/Management. The Respondent/Management 
is an autonomous corporation and it is an industry within 
thp meaning of Section 2(j) of I.D. Act. The workmen are 
involved in transmission activities round the clock including 
recording and news coverage and they work in four shifts 
pattern. The Respondent/Management is paying over time 
allowance to all the shift duty employees at the rate paid to 
operative staff which is very low compared to the allowance 
paid to industrial workmen as per the Government of India 
order. The operative staff overtime allowance is also not 
given to workmen whose salary exceeds the basic pay of 
Rs. 2200 (old pay scale) and because of this restriction, the 
workmen like engineering assistants and senior engineering 
assistants are not given the over time allowance as per 
Government of India operative staff rates. Therefore, the 
Petitioner union claimed industrial overtime allowance as 
per labour laws to all workmen. The railway industry which 
also comes under Government of India pays over time 
allowance to its workmen at the rate of 1 u 2 times, the 
ordinary rate of pay in case where overtime worked within 
the limits of rostered hour in other cases the payment of 
over time allowance will be made twice the ordinary rates. 
The Railway Labour Tribunal in the year 1969 adjudicated 
upon the demands of railway workmen and recommended 
for over time allowance at the rate of 1 ‘/2 times of ordinary 
rate of pay for work done beyond rostered hours. The 
workmen under the Respondent/ Management are working 
under staffed against the Staff Inspection Unit norms 
because of the redeployment the workload was 
tremendously increased but the units are understaffed but 
the over time allowance has not increased 'beyond the 
allowance given to operation staff level. The Government 
of India extends over time allowance under Factories Act 
to the Govt, presses where the prescribed weekly norm of 
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48 hours is compensated in the form of over time allowance 
at double the time rate. Therefore, the denial of over time 
allowance at the rate of industrial staff is viqlative of Article 
14 of Constitution of India. Under Factories Act, if the 
manufacturing process being carried on in the premises, it 
should be considered as a factory, Section 2(k)(l) of 
Factories Act defines ‘manufacturing process’wherein it 
is stated that making, altering, repairing, ornamenting, 
finishing, packing, oiling, washing, cleaning, breaking up, 
demolishing or otherwise treating or adapting any article 
or substance with a view to its use, sale, transport delivery 
or disposal...” In this case, the broadcasting involves a 
process of capturing visuals and delivering it to Viewers 
and visual includes not only persons but also articles. 
Therefore, the process of broadcasting is basically capture 
of image to camera synchronising with the commentary, 
dialogue or any verbal communication as the case may be 
and broadcast it to the Viewers through broadcasting 
mechanism. Therefore, broadcasting is a manufacturing 
process within the meaning of Section 2k of Factories Act 
and therefore, DDK, Chennai is a factory within the meaning 
of Section 2(m) of Factories Act. Under Section 59 of 
Factories Act, a worker who works over time in a factory 
shall be entitled to twice his ordinary rate of wages in respect 
of over time work. Therefore, it is mandatory under Factories 
Act to pay double wages to the workmen who vforks over 
time as per provisions of Factories Act. Hence, the Petitioner 
union prays that the members of the union are entitled to 
over time allowance as that of other industrial workers at 
the rate of twice the wages and allowances and also prays 
to pass an award to that effect. 

4. As against this, the Respondent in its Counter 
Statement alleged that the Respondent/Management has 
no knowledge about the registration of Petitioner union. 
The Petitioner union is not a recognised staff association 
by the Respondent. Though the Prasar Bharati came into 
existence w.e.f. 23-11 -97, employees working under All India 
Radio and Doordarshan are still Govt, servants on deemed 
deputation and governed by CCS rules. Therefore, the 
Petitioner association cannot sustain this claim petition. 
Tiie Petitioner describing themselves as workmen within 
the meaning and definition of I .D. Act are fiction of the 
Petitioner’s own imagination. Therefore, the employees 
posted at DDK.Chennai do not fall within the meaning and 
definition of workman under I.D.Act. Since they are Govt, 
servants on deemed deputation and governed by Govt, 
rules, they are governed by Over Time Rules framed by 
Ministry of Finance. Even though the Prasar Bharati 
Corporation have not framed any rules with regard to OTA, 
if the staff is detained for over time duty in the exigency of 
service, even now over time allowance is paid to such staff. 
The Petitioner is trying to confuse the issue by 
misinterpreting the terms Factory and Manufacturing 
process as defined under Factories Act and equating 
Doordarshan and its activities as a factory. This amounts 


to distortion of law for gaining undue advantage. Since the 
DDK are not covered under the definition of a factory, the 
demand of Petitioner regarding payment of over time 
allowance / wages as per provisions of Factories Act is 
unjustified and liable to be dismissed. Hence, for all these 
reasons, the Respondent prays to dismiss the claim with 
costs. 

5. In these circumstances, the points for my 
consideration are:— 

(i) “Whether the non-payment of OTA by the 
Respondent/ Management as claimed by the 
Petitioner union is legal and justified? 

(ii) “To what relief the workmen are entitled?” 

Point No.l:— 

6. In this case, the Petitioner claims over time 
allowance, asper Industrial law and they claim at the rate 
of twice the wages and allowances for which they alleged 
that DDK, Chennai is, an industry within the meaning of 
Section 2(j) of I.D. Act and relied on the rulings of the 
Supreme Court reported in 1998 I SLJ 377 ALL INDIA 
RADIO Vs. SRI SANTOSH KUMAR & ANOTHER, 
wherein the Supreme Court has held that “the functions 
which are carried on by All India Radio and Doordarshan 
cannot be said to be confined to sovereign functions as 
they carry on commercial activity for profit by getting 
commercial advertisements, telecast or broadcast through 
their various Kendra's and stations by charging fees. 
Therefore, they are industry within the meaning of Section 
2(j) of the I.D. Act as applicable to them.” In the 
Respondent/Management the members of the Petitioner 
union involved in transmission activities round the clock 
including recording and news coverage and they normally 
worked in four shifts pattern and in this very often they 
have to work in recording and editing shifts which are 
extended from 17.20 hrs to 21.20 hrs. Though the DDK, 
Chennai is paying over time allowance to all the shift duty 
employees at the rate paid to operative staff which is very 
low when compared to the allowance paid to industrial 
workmen as per Government of India order. Further, the 
Engineering Assistants & Senior Engineering Assistants 
were not given over time allowance as per Government of 
India operative staff rates. Therefore, they are, claiming 
industrial over time allowance as per industrial labour laws 
to all workmen. They have also compared the work of DDK 
to Rail way admin i stration work. 

7. The learned counsel for the Petitioner contended 
that Railway industry which also comes under Government 
of India, pays over time allowance to its workmen at the 
rate of I 72 times the ordinary rate of pay in case, where 
overtime worked within the limits of rostered hour and in 
other cases, the payment of over time allowance will be 
made twice the ordinary rate. It is further contended by the 
Petitioner that since the broadcasting involves the process 
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of capturing visuals and delivering it to viewers and visuals 
which includes not only persons but also articles, the 
broadcasting is a manufacturing process within the meaning 
of Section 2k of Factories Act and they further contended 
that DDK at Chennai is a factory within the meaning of 
Section 2(m) of Factories Act. It is the further contention 
of the learned counsel for the Petitioner that Section 59 of 
Factories Act prescribes that a worker who works over 
time in a factory shall be entitled to twice his ordinary rate 
of wages in respect of the over time work. Therefore, the 
employees of DDK, Chennai, who are members of the 
Petitioner union are entitled to over time allowance as per 
the provisions of Factories Act. 

8. In order to establish their case, on the side of the 
Petitioner the General Secretary of the Petitioner union one 
Mr. R. Iyyasamy was examined as WW1 and he has stated 
what are all alleged in the Claim Statement. He further stated 
that the Respondent/Management even in giving over time 
allowance to operative staff, they are following only CCS 
Rules of 1986 and they have not revised the same as per 
V. Pay Commission. Through him a copy of the order of 
Supreme Court in the case of ALL INDIA RADIO Vs. SRI 
S ANTOSH KUMAR & ANOTHER was maiked as Ex.W 1. 
They also marked the copy of Railway Board order No. 
32/98 as Ex. W2. They have also marked copy of Railway 
Labour Tribunal order in the year 1969 as Ex.W3. Ex.W4 is 
the copy of letter dated 24-11- 2003 from Petitioner union to 
II Party/Management. 

9. But, as against this, Respondent/Management 
contended that even though Prasar Bharati Corporation 
has been formed on 23-11 -1997, the employees working in 
All India Radio and Doordarshan are still Govt, servants 
and deemed deputationists and governed by CCS Rules 
and therefore, the employees posted at DDK, Chennai do 
not fall within the meaning and definition of workmen under 
I.D. Act. Secondly, it is contended that since the staff 
working in Prasar Bharati are Govt, servants on deemed 
deputation, they are governed by govt, rules and governed 
by over time allowance rules framed by Ministry of Finance 
and as such, they cannot claim over time allowance as per 
Factories Act. Thirdly, it is contended that equating 
Doordarshan and its activities as a factory amounts to 
distortion of law for gaining undue advantage and the 
DDK are not covered under the definition of a factory, 
therefore, the demand of Petitioner regarding payment of 
wages and over time allowance as per provisions of 
Factories Act is unjustified. Therefore, the Respondent 
prays to dismiss the claim of the Petitioner. 

10. In this case learned counsel for the Petitioner 
vehemently contended that under Factories Act 'Factory' 
is defined under Section 2(m) in which one of the provisions 
required to satisfy the definition of a factory is that there 
may be a manufacturing process being carried on in the 


premises, and manufacturing process is defined in Section 
2k(l) which says, “manufacturing process means any 
process for making, altering, repairing, ornamenting, 
finishing, packing, oiling, washing, cleaning, breaking up, 
demolishing or otherwise treating or adopting any article 
or substance with a view to its use, sale, transport delivery 
or disposal...” and he further argued that broadcasting in 
the Respondent involves process of capturing visuals and 
delivering it to the viewers and visual includes not only 
persons but also articles and the process of broadcasting 
is basically the capture of image to the camera 
synchronising with the commentary, dialogue or any verbal, 
communication as the case may be and broadcast it to the 
viewers through broadcasting mechanism and the eventual 
use is education or entertainment for information or 
communication and therefore, broadcasting is a 
manufacturing process within the meaning of Section 2k of 
Factories Act. He further argued that DDK, Chennai is a 
factory within the meaning of Section 2(m) of Factories 
Act. It is further argued on behalf of the Petitioner that 
Section 59 of Factories Act prescribes that a worker works 
overtime in a factory shall be entitled to twice his ordinary 
rate of wages in respect of over time work and therefore, it 
is mandatory to pay over time allowance to employees of 
the Respondent/Management who works over time as per 
the provisions of Factories Act. 

11. But, I find the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
wanted to stretch the definition to include broadcasting 
process as a manufacturing process. Though the learned 
counsel for the Petitioner argued that process of 
broadcasting which is basically capture of image to camera 
synchronizing with the commentary, dialogue or any verbal 
communication as the case may be and broadcast it to the 
viewers through broadcasting mechanism and with a view 
to its use, it should be termed as manufacturing process, I 
am not of the view that this definition of Section 2k(l) will 
attract the process of broadcasting mechanism. Therefore, 
I am not inclined to accept the contention of the learned 
counsel for Petitioner that the broadcasting process in DDK, 
Chennai is a manufacturing process within the meaning of 
Section 2k and the Respondent broadcasting station is a 
factory within the meaning of Section 2(m) of Factories 
Act. On the other hand, even though the Respondent 
contended that employees working in AIR & Doordarshan 
are still Govt. Servants and deemed deputationists and 
governed by CCS Rules and hence the Petitioner union 
cannot sustain this claim petition before this Tribunal, I 
find this contention of the Respondent/Management is 
not valid because the Prasar Bharati came into existence 
on 23-11-1997. Though the employees working AIR & 
Doordarshan are Govt, servants on deemed deputation as 
per judgement of Division Bench of Madras High Court, 
the contention of the Respondent that this petition before 
this Tribunal is not maintainable is without any substance 
because the Supreme Court has already held that AIR & 
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Doordarshan are Industries within the meaning of Section 
2(j) of I.D. Act and hence, the Respondent's further 
contention that employees of DDK do not fall within the 
meaning and definition of workman under I.D. Act is also 
without any substance. 

12. The next thing to be decided in this case is whether 
the concerned employees are entitled to claim over time 
allowance as alleged by them? 

13. Learned counsel for the Respondent contended 
that still the Prasar Bharati Corporation has to frame rules 
and regulations as per the extant rules issued by the 
Government of India and if a staff is detained for over time 
work in the exigency of service, over time allowance is paid 
to such staff. But in view of the fiscal prudence and 
austerity measures issued by Government of India in order 
to curtail the expenditure within budgetary provisions, over 
time allowance has been rationalised and the staff is being 
deployed on over time only when it is absolutely essential 
to do so. It is further argued on behalf of the Respondent 
that till date, there is no Bipartite Settlement or agreement 
entered into between the Prasar Bharati and Petitioner union 
or with any other service associations with regard to 
payment of over time allowance the service conditions, 
rules etc. for implementation of the Prasar Bharati Act are 
yet to be finalized and till such time, the Respondent has to 
follow only the existing instructions/rules and accordingly, 
the Govt, instructions in this regard are being followed by 
the Respondent/Management. It is further argued on behalf 
of the Respondent that no doubt, the Petitioner has 
produced Railway Board Order No. 32/98 and also Railway 
Labour Tribunal order, but they have no relevance to the 
Respondent/Management because they were based on 
different circumstances by the authorities and the Petitioner 
has not stated how this order passed by Railway Board 
and Railway Labour Tribunal will be applicable to the facts 
and circumstances of this dispute. 

14. Again, learned counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that when the Petitioner union examined the 
General Secretary of the Petitioner union and when he has 
given the evidence that Factories Act is applicable to DDK, 
it was not cross-examined by the Respondent/Management 
and therefore, it should be deemed that there is no cross- 
examination and they have deemed to be accepted the 
contention of the Petitioner union. Therefore, the 
Respondent/Management cannot dispute the fact that 
DDK which is doing manufacturing process are within the 
definition of factory as defined under Factories Act. 

15. As I have already stated I am not inclined to 
accept the contention of the Petitioner. But, it is admitted 
by the Petitioner that even now the DDK is giving over 
time allowance to operative staff whose salary does not 
exceed the basic pay of Rs. 2200 ( old pay scale) and 
their grievance is that because of this restriction workmen 


like Engineering Assistants/Senior Engineering Assistants 
are not given over time allowance as per Government of 
India operative staff rates and their further grievance is 
that strength of employees is not maintained as per Staff 
Inspection Unit norms. It is their further contention that 
Respondent/Management is following CCS Rules, 1986 and 
they have not revised the same as per V Pay Commission 
recommendation with regard to over time allowance. 

16. Since I find some force in the contention of the 
learned counsel for the Respondent with regard to 
distribution of over time allowance to employees of DDK 
namely over time allowance is paid to the staff as per over 
time allowance Rules framed by Ministry of Finance, since 
the Prasar Bharati Corporation has not evolved any rules 
and since there is no Bipartite Settlement or agreement 
entered into between the Prasar Bharati and Petitioner union 
with regard to payment of over time allowance, the 
Respondent/Management has been following only the 
existing instructions and rules issued by Government of 
India. Therefore, I find till such time or till any agreement/ 
settlement being entered into between Prasar Bharati and 
Petitioner union, the existing rules/instruction are to be 
followed for over time allowance. The main grievance of 
the Petitioner union is that they have not paid over time 
allowance as per V Pay Commission recommendation and 
this fact was not disputed by the Respondent/ 
Management. Therefore, while directing the Respondent/ 
Management to follow the 5th Pay Commission 
recommendation with regard to over time allowance. I find 
the claim made by the Petitioner union with regard to non¬ 
payment of over time allowance as per Factories Act is not 
justified. 

Point No. 2: 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the Petitioner is entitled ? 

17. In view of my foregoing findings, I find that DDK, 
Chennai is not a factory as alleged by the Petitioner union, 
I find they are not entitled to claim over time allowance as 
alleged by them But, at the same time, I direct the 
Respondent/Management to follow the recommendation 
of 5th Pay Commission for over time allowance in respect 
of operative staff. No Costs. 

18. Thus, the reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 15th May, 2006.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Witnesses Examined:— 

For the I Paity/Claimant : WW1 Sri R. Iyyaswamy 

For the II Party/Management : None 
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Documents Marked 

For the I Party/Petitioner:— 


Ex No. 

Date 

Description 

W1 

05-02-98 

Xerox copy of the order of 
Hon’ble Supreme Court 

W2 

Nil 

Extract of Railway Board Order 

W3 

Nil 

Extract of Chapter XXVI in 
Railway Labour Tribunal, 1969 

W4 

24-11-03 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Petitioner union to 

Respondent/ Management 


For the II Party / Management:— Nil. 
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[U ^-12011/48/2002-3^ 3?R( «ft-II) ] 
Tit. TPTWTJT, 3RR 
New Delhi, the 29th August, 2006 
S.O. 3824. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 

Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 2/2004) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Guwahati as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of Union Bank of India, 
and their workman, received by the Central Government 
on 28-8-2006. 

[No. L-12011/48/2002-IR (B-H)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, GUWAHATI, ASSAM 
PRESENT: Sri H.A.HAZARIKA, Presiding Officer, 
CGIT -cum-Labour Court, Guwahati. 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute between: 

The Management Union Bank of India. 

-Vrs- 

Their Workman, Sri Roopjyoti Baruah. 

Ref. Case No.2 of 2004. 

APPEARANCES 

Mr. L. P. Sarma, 

Mr. S. Chakrabarty, : Learned Advocates for the 

Management. 

Mr. B. N. Sarma, 

Miss R. Phukan, : Learned Advocates for the 

Workman 

Date of Award: 23-8-06. 


AWARD 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi vide its Notification No.L-1201 l/48/2002-IR(B-D) dated 
16-05-2002 referred this Industrial Dispute arose between 
the Management of Union Bank of India and their Workman 
Sri Roop Jyoti Baruah, in exercise of power conferred by 
Clause (d) of Sub-Section (1) and Sub-Section (2 A) of Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) for 
adjudication on the basis of the following Schedule:— 

SCHEDULE. 

“Whether the action of the Management of Union 
Bank of India. Guwahati in ordering compulsory 
retirement to Shri Roop Jyoti Baruah, Ex. Head 
Cashier, Union Bank of India, Guwahati w.e.f 
20.10.2000 is legal and justified? If not, what relief 
Shri Roop Jyoti Baruah is entitled to?” 

2. The matter was pending in the State Industrial 
Tribunal at Guwahati and on inception of this CGIT -Cum- 
Labour Court as per procedure the Proceeding (record) is 
transferred and this CGIT-Cum-Labour Court received the 
same on 16-2-04. On being appearances of both the parties, 
the matter is proceeded for adjudication and to pass Award 
here as per procedure. 

3. The case of the Workman Sri Roop Jyoti Baruah 
(Union ) in brief from the narration of W. S. he filed that he 
was Head Cashier in the Sookerating Branch of Union Bank 
of India of District Tinsukia. That he was suspended vide 
order dated 7-4-1999 and following which the Charge Sheet 
dated 20-05-1999 submitted against him by the Disciplinary 
Authority and gave him 15 days time to submit explanation. 
He was not authorized and allowed opportunity to inspect 
the documents. The charge was as follows : 

“On 18-01-1999 Sheikh Hazarat, a customer of 
Sookerating Branch deposited Rs. 5,000 in his SB 
A/c No. 20. However, Shri Baruah recorded Rs. 4000 
in receipt book, whereas an amount of Rs. 5000 was 
written in counterfoil. On 22-02-1999, when Shri 
Sheikh pointed out that only Rs. 4000 was credited 
in his SB A/c, Shri Baruah immediately deposited 
Rs. 1000/- in SB A/c of Shri Sheikh.” 

4. Besides that there are other charges such as gross 
and minor misconduct. The charges were vague and the 
workman did not get reasonable opportunities to defend 
himself effectively. The Enquiry Officer was appointed 
surreptitiously without informing him or intimating copy 
of appointment letter. Though he requested the Enquiry 
Officer to allow him to examine the documents pertaining 
to the charges no opportunities were given to him. During 
the course of enquiry the Management examined two 
witnesses. The workman insisted the examination of Sheikh 
Hazarat and his son but they were not examined. On a 
question put in cross-examination of Branch Manager 
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(MW-1) who was confronted with Ext-4 ( counter foil of 
deposit made on 18-01-1999) as whom did he suspect for 
alteration made from Rs.5000 to Rs.4000. The answer was, 
the Workman. Then second question was put as to the 
basis of his suspicion. The answer was, I have seen with 
my eyes that Shri Roop Jyoti Baruah has made the alteration. 
But how the same deposit slip could be altered by the 
workman on 23-02-1999. This aspect has not been 
considered by the Enquiry Officer. On several counts the 
enquiry was faulty and defective such as, the Enquiry 
Officer did not examine the principal witness. That the son 
of Hazarat who tendered Rs. 4000 on 18-01-1999 was not 
examined. That the paying-in-slip for Rs. 1000 was written 
by the Branch Manager on behalf of Hazarat, etc. That the 
workman filed a statement to the Enquiry Officer showing 
that on 18-1-1999 the son of Sheikh Hazarat tendered a 
paying-in-slip and money for depositing in his father's 
account. That there was no Notice served to the workman. 
That the Enquiry Officer converted himself as a Disciplinary 
Authority. That the Enquiry Officer and Disciplinary 
Authority without proper evidence and without proper 
analysis of the evidence on record proposed the penalty 
of compulsory retirement of the workman on ground of 
doing acts prejudicial to the interest of the Bank involving 
the Bank to serious monetary loss. What serious monetary 
loss is caused is silent either in the charge sheet or in the 
enquiry report. Hence, the Union prayed that the issue 
may be answered in favour of the Workman. 

5. On perusal of record including the Written 
statements, evidence, I find that the case of the Management 
in brief is that the related reference is not maintainable. That 
the Workman committed breach of trust and the relationship 
of employer and employee terminated due to loss of 
confidence. That on 18-1 -99 Sheikh Hazarat, a customer of 
Sookreting Branch deposited Rs.5000 in his Savings Bank 
Account No. 20 but the workman record Rs. 4000 in Receiving 
Book whereas an amount of Rs. 5000 was written in counter 
foil. On 22-02-1999 when Sheikh Hazarat pointed out that 
only Rs. 4000 was credited to his Savings Bank Account the 
Workman immediately deposited Rs. 1000 in Savings Bank 
A/c of Sheikh Hazarat. That the Workman changed the figure 
Rs. 5000by tempering and made it Rs.4000by hisownhand 
and thereby committed forge. That the workman remained 
absent without prior permission on 11 -3-99. A Memorandum 
dated 11-3-99 was tried to serve by the Sookreting Manager 
on the workman, the Workman refused to accept the same. 
That the workman received Rs.3000 as salary advance on 5- 
2-99 without the knowledge and consent of the Branch 
Manager. That he paid Rs. 30,000 to Vishal Tyres without 
authentication of the Branch Manager. The Management 
stressed that the departmental proceeding Was held against 
the. workman following proper procedure and reasonable 
opportunities of being heard was offered to the Workman. 
That the order of Compulsory Retirement was rightly passed 
and the reference may be rejected. 


6. Heard the argument submitted by the learned 
Advocates Sri L.P.Sarma assisted by Sri S.Chakrabarty for 
the Management, also heard the learned Advocates 
Sri B.N.Sarma along with Miss R. Phukan for the Workman. 
Perused the following Exhibited documents of the 
Management. Also perused the following exhibits of the 
Workman. 

Exhibits of the Management 

Ext. 1: Examination-in-Chief of Sri A.M.Chakma, Br. 
Manager, Sookreting Branch. 

Exl2: Counter foil of deposit slip of Rs. 4000 
Ext.3: Receipt ledger, dated 18-1 -99. 

Ext.4: Counter foil of deposit slip of Rs. 1000 
Ext. 5: Complaint letter of Sheikh Hazarat dt. 12-3-99. 

Ext.6; Ledger Dated 23-02-99. 

Ext. 7: Ledger foil of Sheikh Hazarat. 

Ext.8: Unauthorized absent letter to the Workman by 
theB.M. 

Exl 9: Cash voucher of Rs.3000 

ExUO: Memorandum by the D. A. dated 20 May, 1999 

Ext 11: Reply of the Memorandum by the Workman. 

Ext. 12& 13: Appointment letter of L. C. Sarma as D. A. 
Ext. 14& 15: Proceeding of the Enquiry. 

Ext 16: Findingsof the Departmental proceeding. 

Ext. 17: Memorandum. 

ExLl8: Letter of Workman to D. A. 

Ext 19: Personal hearing of R. J. Baruah. 

Ext.20: Penalty Order. 

Ext21: Final Findings of the Enquiry. 

Ext22: Cheque of Rs.30,000 by Vishal Tyres. 

Ext23: Unauthorised Absent without transfer of Cash key. 
Ext.24: Cash voucher of Rs.3000 
Exhibits of the Workman. 

Ext. A: Appointment letter of the Workman. 

ExtB: Posting of the Workman. 

Ext C: Security deposit of Workman. 

ExtD: Reply of the Workman in connection to 
Memorandum to D.A. 

Ext. E: Letter of the D.A. against the reply of Workman. 
Ext.F: Information letter regarding enquiry to the 
Workman. 

Ext G: Prayer of workman before the E. O to examine the 
documents. 

Ext H: Written statement of Workman. 

Ext. I: Counter foil of deposit slip of Rs. 4000 
Ext. J: Deposit Voucher of Rs. 4000/- on 18-1 -99. 

Ext. K: Receipt ledger of the Bank on 18-1 -99. 
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Also perused the case laws submitted by the 
Management and the Workman. Also perused the Written 
Argument. 

7. During the course of argument Mr. L.P. Sarma 
assisted by Sri S.Chakrabarty. Advocates for the 
Management submitted that the Workman Sri Roop Jyoti 
Baruah withheld Rs. 1000 on 18-01-1999 from stipulated 
amount of Rs.5000 placed to deposit in the S.B.A/c No.20 
of She ikh Hazarat at the Sookreting Branch of Union Bank 
of India. But when She ikh Hazarat complained the Workman 
deposited Rs. 1000 immediately for the same account belong 
to Seikh Hazarat Mr. Sarma hammered that the workman 
was not only disobedient but also used to withdraw money 
from the Bank without approval and authentication of his 
higher authority. In such way he took himself advance of 
Rs.3000 without the approval of Branch Manager so also 
he has paid Rs.30,000 to Vishal Tyres without approval 
and authentication from the Branch Manager. He remained 
absent on 11-3-1999 without permission of the Branch 
Manager and in this respect when Memorandum was 
wanted to promulgated on him, he refused to accept and 
disobeyed the order of the higher authority. So Mr. Sarma 
very much hammered that due to his habitual misconduct 
he is not fit to remain in Bank service and he was rightly 
ordered for Compulsory Retirement while the departmental 
proceeding was proved against him as per procedure. 

8. Mr. Sarma also very much hammered that as 
regards keeping of Rs. 1000 by tempering the figure 5 into 
4 in Ext.2 is admitted by the delinquent workman Sri Roop 
Jyoti Baruah. When the guilt is admitted no further evidence 
is required though there is enough evidences against him. 
For the Management it is stressed that departmental 
proceeding was properly initiated, charge was properly 
intimated and reasonable opportunities of being heard is 
fully given to the delinquent workman Sri Roop Jyoti Baruah 
and the departmental proceeding is proved by two Officers 
of the Management Bank respectively MW 1 Sri 

A. M.Chakma and MW 2 Sri R.R.Mahanti. 

9. Against the argument forwarded by the 
Management the learned Advocates for the Workman Sri 

B. N.Sarma assisted by Mr. R. Phukan also argued the case 
at length and also submitted written argument. Mr. Sarma 
stressed much that the Workman has not committed any 
breach of trust. That the other allegations are also not 
proved as per procedure. He is the Head Cashier at 
Sookreting Branch and performed his duty with discipline 
and obeying his higher authority. That the Disciplinary 
Proceeding is defective and not proper and acceptable and 
as such the punishment of Compulsory Retirement is illegal 
and not prescribed by relevant Rules. That the Departmental 
Proceeding is very much defective for non-examination of 
the L.C. Sarma who was the Disciplinary Authority. Mr. 
Sarma also stressed that the Disciplinary Authority was 
not properly intimated to the delinquent workman Sri Roop 
Jyoti Baruah. That reasonable opportunities of being heard 


was not offer to the Workman. That the appointment of 
L.C. Sarma as D.A. in respect of Workman only and it is 
ultra vires to the Rules. The E.O. can not be permitted to be 
D.A. It is not known whether Sheikh Hazarat deposited the 
amount or his son and though request was made from the 
end of the Workman, neither Sheikh Hazarat nor his son 
was examined by the Disciplinary Authority. In support of 
his argument learned Advocate. Mr. Sarma submitted a 
Written argument and also submitted zerox copies of the 
following case laws: 

1. LU196911377 (SC) 

Central Bureau of India Vrs. Prakash Chand 4ain. 

2 AIR 1993 SC 2155 

Ratanlal Sharma -Vrs- Dr. Hari Ram Higher 
Secondary School. 

3. 2002 Lab IC 521 (SC) 

AmarNath Choudhury -Vrs. Braitwhite & Co. Ltd. 

4. Sastry Award. 

10. During the course of reply on law points Mr. 
L.P. Sarma argued very much that the case Laws cited by 
the Workman side is not befitting with the present facts 
and circumstances of the case. He again clarified that 
departmental proceedings is rightly held and there is no 
bar that E.O. can not be D.A. 

11.1 have very carefully perused the evidence in the 
record and the departmental proceeding. I find admittedly 
the delinquent workman got knowledge that a departmental 
proceeding was initiated against him and he also learnt the 
charges. He also admitted that for his defence he engaged 
Sri J.Chakrabarty. Secretary of the Union concerned. I find 
the most vital charge was withheld of Rs. 3 000 from the 
amount of Rs.5000 meant for deposition in the name of 
Seikh Hazarat in his S.B. A/c No.20 at Sookreting Branch of 
Union Bank of India. A question was raised as regards 
preliminary hearing of departmental proceeding. I ordered 
on 30-5-05 for hearing of the preliminary issue along with 
the main matter. I have thoroughly perused the 
departmental proceeding and the other documents relevant 
to the referred matter. 

12.1 find there is no bar that E.O. can not be D.A. and 
as per Disciplinary Action and Procedure, Chapter XIII 
Clause 19.14/19.10.1968 wherein it is clarified that the 
disciplinary authority may conduct the enquiry himself for 
the purpose of conducting of enquiry. 

13. All in all it is well established that in S B. A/c No. 20 
a sum of Rs. 5000 was tendered on 18-01-99 for deposit in 
the name of Sheikh Hazarat and Rs. 4000/- (Ext.2) was 
deposited by the Workman withholding Rs.1000 on 
18-01-99 and while complained he deposited Rs; 3000 
separately on 23-02-99 (Ext. 4). Under the above facts and 
circumstances, I find the Workman committed serious 
misconduct and committed breach of trust. On careful 
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scrutiny of the case laws, I am- agreed with the interpretation 
forwarded by the learned Management Advocate that these 
Case Laws are not befitting with the instant matter. I also 
agree with the learned Advocates for the Management 
that the Workman admitted that he altered the figure 
Rs. 4000 by over writing the figure Rs. 5000/- in Ext. 2. 

14. As regards punishment of Compulsory 
Retirement, I find Chapter XIII, Disciplinary Action and 
Procedure Thereof under Rule 21 (IV)/14-2-1995, prescribed 
for compulsory retirement. The action taken by the 
Disciplinary Authority is proper and justified. 

15. Under the above facts and circumstances I find 
the Management has rightly punished the delinquent 
workman Sri Roop Jyoti Baruah for his misconduct by 
imposing Compulsory Retirement and he is not entitled for 
any relief. Accordingly the instant Schedule is answered 
against the Workman and in favour of the Management. 

16. Send this Award immediately as per procedure. 

H. A. HAZARIKA, Presiding Officer 
M fa#, 29 2006 

W.3TT 3825.-4^1+ falR Stfaftqrr, 1947 ( 1947 
*ft 14) # sttct n 4, 

3ltcrc#5f ^ ^ 4^5 44 «h4«bl4 

^ 44?, srjsfa 4 aMfas fa?R 4 
afhdtfw ^rfe^/sro ^ w (4# #n 

97/2003 ) # y°hlRfld =b<4) t?, 4) #28~8~2006 

# W 13TT «TT| ■ 

[4. -q^T-12012/31 /2003-3TTI 3fTC(4t-n) ] 

New Delhi, the 29th August, 2006 

S.O. 3825. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 97/2003) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of Indian Overseas Bank 
and their workman, received by the Central Government on 
28-8-2006. 

[No. L-12012/31 /2003-IR (B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM -LABOUR COURT, CHENNAI 

Monday the 22nd May, 2006 
PRESENT: K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 97/2003 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 


10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947( 14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Indian Overseas Bank and their 
workmen.) 

BETWEEN 

Sri C. Clement ... I Party/Petitioner 

AND 

The Chairman-cum-Managing 
Director, Indian Overseas Bank, Chennai 

... II Party/Management 

APPEARANCE: 

For the Petitioner 

M/s.C.R.Chandrasekaran & 

N. Krishnakumar, Advocates 
For the Management 
Mr. .N.G.R.Prasad, Advocate 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Order No.L-12012/31 /2003-IR(B-II) dated 26-5-2003 has 
referred this industrial dispute to this Tribunal lor 
adjudication. The schedule mentioned dispute in that order 
is — 

“Whether the termination of Shri C.Clement, Thrift 
Deposit Collector by the management of Indian 
Overseas Bank is legal and justified and if so, to 
what relief the workman is entitled to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I.D.No.97/2003 and notices were issued to both the 
parties and both the parties entered appearance through 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner in the Claim 
Statement are briefly as follows: 

The Petitioner joined the services of the Respondent/ 
Bank branch at Nazarethpet, Poonamallee, Chennai on 
8-3-80 on a written order to that effect. The Petitioner was 
making collections daily and he has to prepare in duplicate 
a statement of collections in a prescribed format and he 
has to deposit the same in Respondent/Bank every day’s 
collection on the next working day with the above said 
statement of account and counterfoil signed by depositors 
There was no fixed time for the claim" it ••e , 'ote to !ns 
work and/or for his attendance in the branch but his daily 
attendance was required in The branch. Long and short of 
it, he used to discharge clerical duties apart from ’be manual 
work of making collection of deposits The Respondent/ 
Bank being a nationalised bank U; to mobPi.sc ck>. -?ha. in 
rural and semi-urban areas from members -y >ub.tc 
especially those belonging to middle and lower ir’dale 
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and tap their deposit potential. The Respondent/Bank has 
framed rules with regard to thrift deposit collection. Opening 
of account will have to be done in the presence of officers 
of Respondent/Bank. In other words, the claimant has to 
enroll deposit holders under the supervision and guidance 
of officials of Respondent/Bank and he has also to fill up 
necessary forms including ledgers in branch with effective 
exercise of control by branch officials. Certain percentage 
of wages paid-in the name of commission was retained by 
the Respondent/Bank towards cash security until the 
quantum thereof came upto Rs. 1000/- and the cash security 
is still held by the Respondent/Bank. While so, all of a 
sudden on 26-6-2000 the Respondent/Bank asked the 
'Petitioner orally not to report for duty and not to make any 
collections henceforth and thus, orally terminated him from 
service. From that date onwards, the Petitioner approached 
the Respondent/Bank every now and then but without 
any result. The reason for the disengagement of the 
Petitioner came to the Petitioner only from the reply to his 
submissions in the conciliation proceedings. In that 
statement, the Respondent/Bank has stated that the 
Petitioner misappropriated Rs. 4785/- on 23-4-89. If really, 
it was a fact that the Respondent/Bank need not have 
waited till as late as 26-6-2000 to orally ask him not to report 
for duty and make any collections thereafter. No enquiry 
was conducted against the Petitioner in regard to this 
allegation in terms of procedure laid down for workmen in 
the administration of Respondent/Bank. Therefore, the 
Petitioner’s termination from the services of Respondent/ 
Bank as Thrift Deposit Collector on 26-6-2000 is not legal 
and justified and the Petitioner is entitled to the relief of 
reinstatement as Thrift Deposit Collector from the date of 
his termination with all attendant benefits including wages. 

4. As against this, the Respondent in its Counter 
Statement contended that no doubt the Petitioner was 
working as Thrift Deposit Collector at Nazarethpet, Chennai, 
but he was not a regular employee of the bank. His work 
was to collect thrift deposit from customers and remit the 
same the next day itself for which he was paid commission 
by the bank. The bank did not have any control over him 
and he was not required to attend the bank every day. 
Unlike other employees he was not required to sign the 
attendance register. -While so, on 8-7-99, the bank found 
that though the Petitioner had collected thrift deposit from 
customers amounting to Rs. 4785/- he did not bother to 
remit the amount for nearly 76 days. On 9-7-99, the Petitioner 
gave an apology letter. On 7-12-99 the Marketing & 
De velopment department at Central Office had advised the 
Respondent/Bank Regional Office, Chennai to recover the 
amount of Rs.4785/ with 18.87 % interest per annum from 
the claimant and also to disengage him. Thereafter, the 
Petitioner was disengaged from 26-6-2000. Since the 
Petitioner was not a regular employee, no enquiry was 
necessary to disengaging him. The Respondent is willing 
to lead evidence to establish the same. Trust and 


confidence is very important because thrift deposit 
collectors are expected to collect the customer's money 
and remit the same into the bank on that day itself and 
therefore, it is not possible to restore him in service. The 
Respondent/Bank has not confidence in the Petitioner. 
Therefore, the Respondent prays that the claim may be 
dismissed with costs. 

5. In these circumstances, the points for my 
deterrtlination are:— 

(i) “Whether the termination of the Petitioner from 
service by the Respondent/Management is 
legal and justified?” 

(ii) “To what relief, the Petitioner is entitled?” 

Point No.l: 

6. The allegations of the Petitioner are that he joined 
the Respondent/Management as thrift deposit collector in 
its branch at Nazarethpet, Poonamallee and he has been 
making all endeavours to enhance collection for the purpose 
of the scheme being to initiate, generate and encourage 
savings of Respondent/Bank. While so, all of a sudden on 
26-6-2000, the Respondent/Bank asked the Petitioner orally 
not to report for duty and not to make any collections 
henceforth and thus, orally terminated him from service. 

7. But, as against this, the Respondent contended 
that no doubt, he worked as thrift deposit collector at 
Nazarethpet, Poonamallee and it is his duty to collect the 
small amounts given by the customers and to remit the 
same on the next working day itself for which he was paid 
commission by the Respondent/Bank, While so, on 8-7-99, 
the Respondent/Bank found that though the Petitioner had 
collected thrift deposit from customers amounting to 
Rs.4785/- he did not bother to remit he amount for nearly 76 
days and only on 9-7-99, the petitioner gave an apology 
letter and also remitted the amount and therefore, as per 
the direction of Marketing & Development Department at 
Central Office he was disengaged. Since the Petitioner was 
not a regular employee, no enquiry was conducted for 
disengaging him. At the time of enquiry, learned counsel 
for the Petitioner wanted to take preliminary issue that 
without any enquiry, the Petitioner has been terminated 
from service and therefore, the termination is illegal. This 
Tribunal, after hearing on the preliminary issue has held 
that without any enquiry, the Petitioner was terminated 
from service, which is not fair and proper and further held 
the Respondent has to adduce evidence with regard to the 
allegations made against the Petitioner. After that the 
Respondent/Management has examined one Mr. 
N.Sampath now working as Deputy Manager of 
Respondent/Bank at Nazarethpet branch and marked 
documents on their side as Ex. M I to M8. As against this, 
the Petitioner examined himself as WW] and produced 
documents Ex. WI to W14. 
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8. Learned counsel for 1 the Petitioner contended that 
the Supreme Court In 2001 3 SCC 36 INDIAN BANKING 
ASSOCIATION [Representing 48 banks] Vs. WORKMEN 
OF SYNDICATE BANK AND OTHERS has held that “thrift 
deposit col lectors are workmen under I.D. Act, though they 
are not regular employees. It has further held that “they 
should be paid full back wages of Rs. 750/- per month 
linked with minimum deposit of Rs. 7500/- per month plus 
incentive remuneration of 2% for collection of over and 
above Rs. 7500/- and so on.” 'Though the Petitioner ought 
to have been paid arrears of his wages and conveyance 
allowance from the date of his appointment or atleast from 
the date of decision of Supreme Court on 13-2-2001 
retrospectively, the Respondent/Management has not 
made any payment till to-day. The Petitioner has been 
collecting average amount of Rs. 1,00,000/- as thrift deposit 
every month. Even under Ex. W 4 series which is an 
appreciation letter given by the top officials of the 
Respondent/Bank and from Ex.W8 it is clear that even after 
his oral termination, the Petitioner came to the rescue of 
the bank securing sale of shares of the bank in the market 
in just a day and that too a couple of days before the 
closure of shares floated in the market. But these acts of 
the Petitioner were not appreciated by the bank. No doubt, 
the amount collected by the Petitioner on 23-4-99 was not 
deposited but the Respondent/Bank has not considered 
the reason for not depositing the amount in the bank 23-4- 
99 was aFriday and the next day i.e. 24-4-99 (Saturday) was 
suddenly declared as a local holiday for enumeration 
(election) work. Therefore, the Petitioner could not remit 
the amount which he collected on 23-4-99 on the next day 
and he made collection on 24-4-99 also and on the next 
working day namely on 26-4-99, Monday instead of 
remitting the collected amount for both days, he remitted 
the amount only for 24-4-99 as he forgot and omitted due 
to inadvertence to remit 23-4-99 collections. He has 
explained this mistake when it was pointed out to him more 
than 272 months later on 8-7-99. Even in his evidence, he 
has stated that his Mother was very ill having sustained 
complicated fracture on 21 -4-99 and she was taken to local 
hospital where her wrist and forearm were bandaged for 
plastering on the following day and since she was 
experiencing severe pain, the Petitioner took her to Puttur 
bonesetter miles away from his place on 22-4-99 as well as 
23-4-99, which was established by documents under Ex.W5 
series and W6. Because of this calamity at home causing 
mental tension and anxiety and because 24-4-99 was 
suddenly declared as a holiday and 25-4-99 was a Sunday, 
the collections he made on 23-4-99 slipped from his mind. 
This evidence of the Petitioner was not disputed or doubted 
by the Respondent/Bank branch at Nazarethpet Branch. 
In spite of this, he dutifully made collections on all these 
days and the Respondent/Bank has not disputed this fact 
with any material before this Tribunal. Therefore, it is an 
unchallenged deposition of WW1 namely the Petitioner 
that the bank insisted on their taking M1 as a pre-condition 


to allow him to remit the amount collected on 
23-4-99 and on 9-7-99 Ex. Ml was written by the Petitioner. 
Not only that the penal interest @ 18.5% was collected 
from him for depositing the amount after 272 months. 
Therefore, Ex. Ml cannot.be held as apology letter even 
though it was extracted from him which was not disputed 
by the Respondent/Bank with any substantial evidence. 
Even assuming without admitting thatEx.M 1 is an apology 
letter, it is not confession of guilt of misappropriation as 
alleged by the Respondent. It is his evidence and also the 
statement that he has not committed any mistake during 
the 19 years of his past service and that in future such 
mistakes would not occur, thereby the act of omission was 
only a mistakeand not intentional but due to circumstances 
explained therein and hence he pleaded that he might be 
excused. Therefore, this admission cannot be taken as an 
apology made by the Petitioner. It is also clear from the 
evidence of the Petitioner that he was doing chit fund 
business also during the relevant time and he has collected 
Rs. 1,80.000/- every month as chit fund amount. Therefore, 
while interpreting any admission as confession, the 
admission must be explicit and unequivocal and it cannot 
be split up. It can be used as a whole or not at all. This 
dictum was made in 1988 6 ATC 830. In any event, the 
value of admission depends on the circumstances and 
evidence of such circumstances is always receivable 
affecting the very admission itself. Therefore, viewed from 
another angle, the contents of Ex.M 1 cannot be taken as 
confession of his alleged guilt. 

9. In this case, even after an opportunity w'as given 
to the Respondent/Management to establish the guilt 
against the petitioner, the Respondent/Management has 
not given any specific charge against the Petitioner. No 
definite charge has been framed against the Petitioner to 
defend himself No evidence has been let in against the 
Petitioner in any conceivable manner. Though the 
Respondent alleged that the Petitioner has committed 
temporary' misappropriation, this allegation must be proved 
with satisfactory evidence by the Respondent/ 
Management. But, from the evidence of MW 1 or from the 
documents produced by the Respondent, nothing was 
established before this Court that the Petitioner has 
misappropriated the funds of the bank. Generally 
misappropriation means fraudulent appropriation of funds 
or property entrusted to’ one person’s care but actually- 
owned by someone else. Dictionary meaning of 
‘misappropriation’ is ‘to appropriate wrongly’ to put to a 
wrong and dishonest use and the Oxford Dictionary defines 
the same as ‘dishonesty and unfairly take for one’s own 
use’. In this case, though claim w'as made that the Petitioner 
has misappropriated the funds of Respondent, no 
satisfactory evidence was adduced to substantiate their 
claim and till the end of proceedings it was remained as 
allegation and it was not proved. Even the Respondent 
has relied on Ex.M 1, which according to them an apology 
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letter, it is admittedly not a document from the Petitioner 
owing any act of misappropriation. Though the Respondent 
has produced 8 documents, none of the documents proved 
the allegation against the Petitioner that he has 
misappropriated the amount under Ex.M2, as it is just a 
piece of paper not bearing the signature or authentication 
from anyone. Even from Ex.M2, it cannot be said that the 
Petitioner has misappropriated the collection amount made 
on 23-4-99 and it is an alleged internal correspondence of 
the bank, a day after Ex.Ml was given and as it bears no 
allegation against the Petitioner of misappropriation. Ex.M3 
which was also an alleged internal correspondence, which 
was not received by the Nazarethpet branch and there was 
no number or seal on it and it appears to be a letter from 
Regional Office; Madras North and not from Regional 
Office Non-metro. It is also not spoken anything much less 
about the alleged misappropriation. Ex.M4 on the face of 
the document it is not addressed to Nazarethpet branch 
and this document also does not speak about any 
misappropriation. It recommends discontinuation of T.D. 
scheme in Nazarethpet branch. Ex.M5 is also not relating 
to Respondent/Bank branch. Ex.M6 is the sundry creditors 
credit voucher dated 9-7-99 for 4785 evidencing remittance 
of 23-4-99 TD collection made by the Petitioner and signed 
by branch official after Ex.M 1 was taken from the Petitioner. 
Even in that remittance, it does not allege or contain to say 
that it relates to misappropriationof the Petitioner committed 
on 234-99. Therefore, none of the documents produced 
by the Respondent clinchingly proves that the Petitioner 
has misappropriated the funds belonging to the 
Respondent/Management. Though MW1 was examined 
on the side of the Respondent to prove the allegations 
against the Petitioner, he was working at Nazareth pet- 
branch only from 16-1-2002 namely three years after the 
incident and he has no knowledge of any kind regarding 
the alleged transaction. He can at the best be a witness for 
the purpose of introducing documents of Respondent 
and for nothing else. Even assuming that MWI is examined 
to prove the case, there is no oral evidence to speak on the 
contents of the documents produced by the Respondent/ 
Management. MWI has been producing the document 
without speaking anything about the same. However, MW 1 
does not know or remember anything about T.D. collection 
matters. Therefore, he is a stranger to the T.D. scheme and 
could, not testify any misappropriation against the 
Petitioner. Even though this Tribunal has permitted the 
Respondent/Management to adduce evidence with regard 
to the allegations made against the Petitioner, it was not 
satisfactorily proved before this Tribunal that the Petitioner 
has misappropriated the funds of the Respondent/Bank as 
alleged by them. The course that ought to have been taken 
by Respondent/Management is at the first instance, to 
give the Charge Sheet to the Petitioner clearly setting forth 
the circumstances against him, because issuance of Charge 
Sheet is crystallization of allegation and it is part of 
adducing evidence before this Tribunal. Further, provisions 


of para 17.1 and 17.12 of Chapter 17 of Bipartite Settlement 
dated 14-12-66 clearly envisages such procedure. Further, 
the Petitioner was allowed to continue in service till his 
oral termination on 26-6-2000 more than one year later which 
fact shows that his continuing in service was not prejudicial 
to the interest of the bank. Therefore, the oral termination 
is illegal and not justified. 

10. But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that the Petitioner who joined as 
thrift deposit collector on 8-3-80 is well aware that he is 
duty bound to deposit every day’s collection on the next 
working day in the Respondent/Bank as per thrift deposit 
scheme. On 8-7-99 the Respondent/Bank found out that 
though the Petitioner has collected ..thrift deposit from 
customers amounting to Rs.4 ,785 he did not bother to 
remit the amount for nearly 76 days and only on 9-7-99 the 
Petitioner after admitting his guilt remitted the collected 
amount into the bank. Therefore, it is clear that the petitioner 
hastemporarily.misappropriated the collected amount and 
hence the Respondent/Bank disengaged the Petitioner 
w.e.f. 26-6-2000. When the dispute was pending before 
this Tribunal, preliminary issue was framed with regard to 
fairness of enquiry and this Tribunal on 20-1 -2005 passed 
an order directing the Respondent/ Bank to adduce 
evidence with regard to misappropriation committed by 
the Petitioner. The Respondent/Bank filed necessary 
documents to establish the misconduct of the Petitioner. 
MWI Deputy Managej- of Nazarethpet branch of 
Respondent/Bank has clearly stated with regard to 
misappropriation of the. Petitioner. Further WW 1 namely 
the Petitioner had sent an apology letter under Ex.M 1 to 
the Respondent/Bank, wherein the Petitioner admits that, 
the amount collected by him on 23 4-99 and 24-4-99 were 
remitted into the bank only on 9-7-99 i.e. after 76 days. 
Further the said amount was remitted into the bank only 
after he was confronted about its non-remittance and 
therefore, the act of the Petitioner amounts to temporary 
misappropriationof bank’s funds. Further. Ex.M7 which is 
thrift deposit collection scroll, which has clearly established 
that Rs.4, 785 was collected on 23-4-99 and Ex.M8 is the 
copy of officers receipt payment scroll and from this, it is 
clear that the Petitioner has remitted the amount of Rs. 4,785 
only on 9-7-99. These documents are clinching evidence 
before this Tribunal which clearly establish that the 
Petitioner has misappropriated the funds of the bank and 
the action of Respondent/Management in disengaging him 
from 26-6-2000 is justified. Further, the Supreme Court in a 
recent judgement reported in 2005 7 SCC 435 has held that 
“a bank officer is required to exercise higher standards of 
honesty and integrity. He deals with money of the depositors 
and customers. Every officer/employee of the bank is 
required to take all possible steps to protect the interest of 
the bank and to discharge his duties with utmost integrity, 
honesty, devotion and diligence and to do, nothing which 
is unbecoming of a bank officer. Good conduct and 
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discipline are inseparable from the functioning of every 
officer/employee of the bank.” In this case; since the 
Petitioner has misappropriated the amount and since he 
has rotated the amount in his private business and he has 
deposited the amount only after 76 days from the date of 
collection, the bank has lost confidence in the Petitioner. 
Therefore, the Respondent/Bank was justified in 
disengaging the Petitioner from service. Learned counsel 
for the Respondent further contended that in another 
judgement reported in 2006 2 SCC 255 T.N.C.S. Corporation 
Ltd. &Ors. Vs. K. Meera Bai, the Apex Court has held that 
“if an employee is found guilty of misappropriating the 
employer Corporation’s fund, the primary factor to be taken 
into consideration is loss of confidence and not the amount 
misappropriated.” In this case, it is admitted by the Petitioner 
that he has been conducting chit fund business privately 
and he has collected more than Rs. 1,80,000/- every month in 
the chit fund. It is also admitted by the Petitioner that he has 
misutilised the bank’s funds along with chit fund business. 
Under such circumstances, the act of the Petitioner amounts 
to misappropriation of bank's funds and therefore, the action 
taken by the Respondent/Management is legal and justified. 

11. But, again the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that even though it is alleged that the Petitioner 
has misappropriated the funds of the bank, nothing was 
elicited from the Petitioner or nothing was adduced on the 
side of the Respondent/Bank that Petitioner has 
misappropriated the amount and only due to inadvertence 
and only due to the calamity at home which caused mental 
tension and anxiety to the Petitioner, he has not deposited 
the amount on 26-4-99 namely the next working day. The 
Respondent/Bank has not disputed the fact given by the 
Petitioner nor adduced any contra evidence on their side. 
Under such circumstances, it should be presumed that only 
due to calamity at home causing mental tension and anxiety 
to the Petitioner, he has not made the deposit into the bank 
on the next working day and at no stretch of imagination, it 
can be said that he has misappropriated the funds 
intentionally. He further relied on the judgement reported 
in 1985IILLJ 1984 Shankar Dass Vs. Union of India and 
Another wherein Three Members Bench of Supreme Court 
has held in a criminal case of breach of trust that “Gout, 
should apply its mind to the penalty which could be 
appropriately be imposed even where a Govt, servant is 
convicted for an offence by a Criminal Court”. It has further 
held that “power under Article 311 (2)(a) has to be exercised 

fairly, justly and reasonably.But the right given under 

Article 311 (2)(a) to impose penalty carries with the duty to 
act justly and that on facts, the punishment of dismissal 
imposed on the Govt, servant is whimsical and the same 
has to be set aside since the Govt, servant acted under 
force of adverse circumstances when he committed the 
offence of breach of trust.” Relying on these judgements, 
learned counsel for the Petitioner argued that the facts in 


that case before the Supreme Court were even though grave 
with conviction by criminal court, the Supreme Court has 
taken the view to set aside the punishment, whereas the 
facts in the present dispute before this tribunal were only 
due to inadverteneft erf the Petitioner and hence, the ratio 
held by the Hon'ble Apex Court squarely applies to the 
present dispute. Again, he reiterated the facts thatthe 
Respondent/Bank has not given any definite charge 
against the Petitioner and no charge has been framed by 
the Respondent/Bank against which the Petitioner has to 
defend himself. No evidence was let in by the Respondent/ 
Management in any conceivable manner. It has been held 
by Supreme Court that “departmental enquiry is not an 
empty formality, it is a serious proceeding intended to give 
the officer concerned a chance to meet the charge and to 
prove his innocence. In the absence of any such enquiry, it 
would not be fair to strain facts against the appellant and 
to hold that in view of the admissions made by him the 
enquiry would have served no useful purpose. ” Therefore, 
an opportunity must be given to the Petitioner to meet the 
charges framed against him. In this case, no charge has 
been framed against the Petitioner. Even though an 
opportunity was given by this Tribunal to establish the 
allegations against the Petitioner, the Respondent/ 
Management has not taken any steps to frame any charge 
or to establish the allegations made by the Respondent / 
Bank. Under such circumstances, at no stretch of 
imagination, it can be said that the allegations namely 
misappropriation alleged against the Petitioner has been 
proved in this case. The Respondent/Bank has not proved 
the dishonest intention of the Petitioner. Under such 
circumstances, it cannot be said that the Petitioner has 
misappropriated the funds of the Respondent/Bank and 
therefore, the disengagement of Petitioner orally is legal 
andjustified. 

12. Though I find much force in the contention of the 
learned counsel for the Petitioner, in this case, it is admitted 
by the Petitioner that he has conducted chit fund business 
during that period and further admitted that he has collected 
Rs. 1 ,80,000 for every month. In this case, it is not the case 
of the Petitioner that he has kept this amount collected on 
23-4-99 separately and-due to inadvertence he has not 
deposited the amount and it is a fact that he has utilized 
this amount in his private business namely chit fund 
business. Thus, he has misutilised the funds collected from 
the customers of the Respondent/Bank. Therefore, I am 
convinced thatthe Petitioner has misappropriated the funds 
of Respondent/Bank. Though the dishonest intention of 
the Petitioner has not been established, it can be seen from 
the circumstances of the case and in this case, since he has 
misutilised the funds collected from the customers of 
Respondent/Bank, it has to be held that the Petitioner has 
misappropriated the funds of Respondent/Bank. As such, 
I find the termination of the Petitioner from service by the 
Respondent/Management is legal andjustified. 
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Point No. 2: 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the Petitioner is entitled? 

13. In view of my foregoing findings that the 
termination of Petitioner from service by the Respondent/ 
Management is legal and justified, I find the Petitioner is 
not entitled to any relief. No Costs. 

14. Thus, the reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, corrected 
and pronounced by me in the open court on this day the 22nd May, 
2006.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
Witnesses Examined:— 

For the I Party/Petitioner : WWI Sri C. Clement 

For the II Party/Management : MW 1 Sri N. Sampath 
Documents Marked :— 


For the I Party/Petitioner :— 


Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

WI 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the appointment 
order. 

W 2 

8-3-80 

Xerox copy of the authorisation 
issued by Respondent/Bank 

W 3 

8-3-81 

Xerox copy of the authorisation 
issued by Respondent/Bank 

W 4 series 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the appreciation 
letters issued by Respondent/Bank 

W 5 seres 

21-4-99 

Xerox copy of the out patient card 
issued to Petitinner’s Mother 

W 6 

22-4-99 

Xerox copy of the receipt of bone 
cutting hospital. Puttur 

W 7 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the details showing 
collection made by Petitioner From 
1980 to 1997. 

W 8 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the list of 
shareholders introduced by 
Petitioner 

W 9 

20-2-0! 

Xerox copy of the 2A petition filed 
by Petitioner 

W 10 

1-12-01 

Xerox copy of the counter filed by 
Respondent before Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (Central) 

W ] ] 

23-01-02 

Xerox copy of the reply submitted 


by Claimant before Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (Central) 
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•New Delhi, the 29th August, 2006 

S.O. 3826. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No, 14/05) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Chennai now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Indian Bank 
and their workman, received by the Central Government on 
28-8-2006. 

[No, L-12011/159/2004-IR (B-IP ] 
C, GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHENNAI 

Thursday, the 27th April, 2006 
Present : K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 14/2005 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (I) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between the 
Management of Indian Bank and their workmen) 

BETWEEN 

The General Secretary, : I Party/Claimant 

Indian Bank Employees’ 

Association 

AND 

The General Manager, : II Party/Management 

Indian Bank, H.Q. Chennai. 

APPEARANCE *. 

For the Claimant : M/s.Muthupandian, 

Advocates 

For the Management : M/s. T.S. Gopalan & Co. 

Advocates 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Order No. L-1201 l/159/2004-IR(B-II) dated 04-01 -2005 has 
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referred the dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication. The 
Schedule mentioned dispute is as follows :— 

“Whether the action of the management of Indian 
Bank, Chennai in imposing the punishment of 
removal from service with superannuation benefits 
upon Sri V. Suresh, Ex-Clerk/Shroff, Kumbakonam 
Branch of Indian Bank is legal and justified? If not, 
what relief the workman is entitled to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I.D. No. 14/2005 and notices were issued to both the 
parties and both the parties entered appearance through 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner Union in the Claim 
Statement are briefly as follows:— 

The Petitioner union espouses the cause of its 
member Sri B. Suresh who was working as clerk from the 
year 1994 in the Respondent/Bank branch at Kumbakonam. 
While he was working in that branch, a charge sheet was 
issued on 20-2-2001 alleging that on 3-12-99 he was 
entrusted with an amount of Rs. 2000/- by S. B. Account 
No. 24856 holder Mrs. A. Thaiyanayaki and instead of 
crediting the amount to S. B. account he has credited the 
same to his S. B. Account No. 23498 maintained in the 
same branch. Further, he has chosen to post a credit of Rs. 
2000/ to the said account No. 24856 on 3-12-99 as if the 
amount was duly received by the bank and he has debited 
a withdrawal slip No. 015966dated 9-11-99 knowing fully 
well that there was no sufficient balance in that account 
and when tallying the account, the fictitious credit came to 
light and he has remitted Rs. 1300/- to cover up the TOD 
that was encountered in S. B. Account No. 24856. Thus, 
he has committed a gross misconduct. The preliminary 
investigation was conducted on 22-2-2000 by Sri R. 
Chakrapani, but he did not enquire the concerned customer 
Mrs. A. Thaiyanayaki in whose account the alleged 
misappropriation was purported to have been committed. 
Even though it is alleged as misappropriation, it was the 
negligence and lethargic attitude of Sri Kumanan that 
resulted in his not seeking the voucher. Had he done that 
he would have found out that it was a superfluous credit 
and could have rectified a simple clerical error. On the 
inferences and surmises of preliminary investigation officer 
Sri Chakrapani who was also the Presenting Officer for 
this case and also one of the two management witnesses, 
the Enquiry Officer has come to the wrong conclusion. 
The domestic enquiry was not conducted in a fair and 
proper way so as to arrive at the truth. But the Presenting 
Officer did not receive any complaint letter from the 
concerned account holder and a sincere response by the 
charge sheeted employee was used by the management as 
a charge against him. In this case, a simple clerical error is 
the basts of 2nd charge. It is no doubt, a fact that the 
concerned employee posted the credit of Rs. 2000/- and 
debit of Rs. 2500/ - in the customer's account. As he himself 


had remitted the cash in the cash counter as a routine duty, he 
made the credit entry in the customers' account under the 
impression that he had remitted Rs. 2000. In customer’s 
account and he had erroneously written his name and 
account No. in the challan. The usual practice followed in 
the bank in every/d ay evening is an officer will check the 
postings in ledger to authenticate the correctness of 
transactions and the common clerical errors are wrong 
posting, mistake in arriving balance, posting debit entry as 
credit entry and vice versa due to busy counter work. 
Further, the bank employees are aware of the systems and 
procedures and also aware of fact that officers will check 
the ledgers in the evening on day to day basis. When this 
is the case, no staff will intentionally make a fictitious entry 
with the assumption that the concerned checking official 
will miss it while checking. Thus it is clearly established 
that credit entry is a genuine clerical mistake and not an 
intentional one as was projected in the charge sheet. On 
3-12-99, it was a very busy day for all the staff as it was in 
the beginning of the month. When the officer asked him to 
post the voucher in the ledger, the concerned employee 
posted it mechanically and he did not even remember that 
he had posted a superfluous credit entry in customer's 
account. But in this case, the concerned employee is a 
duty bound employee and the concerned official’s 
negligence in not checking the ledgers further establishes 
the fact that while the management treated his non¬ 
checking the above account including the actual debit entry 
as an ordinary negligent action without any motive, but 
when it comes to the concerned employee they treated it 
as most heinous crime and awarded him capital punishment. 
It is clear that fictitious credit of Rs. 2000/- is not needed to 
encash a cheque of Rs. 2500/- because the concerned 
employee was under wrong impression that he had remitted 
in the account of account holder Rs. 2000/- he made that 
credit entry. It is not fair on the part of the management to 
say that the concerned employee remitted Rs.1300/- to 
cover up his alleged misappropriation. Hence, the Petitioner 
union prays this Tribunal to quash the order passed by the 
Respondent/Management and consequently, direct the 
Respondent to instate the concerned employee into service 
with back wages and consequential benefits. 

4. As against this, the Respondent in its Counter 
Statement contended that concerned employee was 
working as a clerk in Kumbakonam branch from 1994. He 
had a S. B. account No. 23498. One Mrs. A. Thaiyanayaki 
was also having S. B. account No. 24856 with the said 
branch. During that period, the concerned employee was 
working at S. B. Counter No. 1. But the S. B. account No. 
24856 was attached to Counter No. 3. On 3-12-99, 
Mrs. A. A.Thaiyanayaki gave the concerned employee Rs. 
2000/- in cash to be remitted to her S. B. Account with the 
bank. The concerned employee made credit entry of 
Rs. 2000/- in the passbook of Mrs. A. A.Thaiyanayaki 
namely S. B. Account No. 24856, but instead of remitting 
the cash into the account of the customer, the concerned 


2807 GI/06—27 
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employee remitted the cash of Rs.2000/- to the credit of his 
own S B. Account No.23498 by preparing a challan by 
himself. The concerned employee made a fictitious credit 
entry of Rs.2000/- in S. B. Account No. 24856 of 
Mrs. A. A.Thaiyanayaki, as if the amount was duly received 
by the bank. Further, on the same date i.e. 3-12-99 the 
concerned employee had used one withdrawal slip 
dated 9-11-99 signed by the said account holder 
Mrs. A. A. Thaiyanayaki and had drawn Rs. 2500/- knowing 
fully well that there was no sufficient balance in that account. 
Again on 31-12-99 another debit of Rs. 1000/- was made 
by him and the concerned workman had received the cash. 
During the balancing adjustment of books of accounts, on 
18-2-2000 it was found out that the entry of Rs.2000/- made 
by concerned workman in the S. B. Account No. 24856 was 
a fictitious one and the account was overdrawn by 
withdrawal of Rs. 2500 / on 3-12-99. On 18-2-2000 the 
concerned employee deceitfully remitted a sum of Rs. 1300/- 
in that account to adjust the overdraft caused by him in the 
customer’s S. B. Account No. 24856 to cover these 
transactions. On 22-2-2000 Mr. R. Chakrapani, Manager 
interrogated the concerned employee in which he admitted 
that on 3-12-99 the account holder gave Rs. 2000/- and he 
wanted to credit her account and pass the withdrawal slip 
for Rs.2500/- due to him from her and that in the chailan by 
mistake instead of writing S. B. Account No. 24856, he 
wrote his S. B. Account No.23498 and in the ledger he 
made a debit of Rs. 2500/- in S. B. Account No. 24856 that 
he had received Rs.2500/- and he signed the withdrawal 
slip, that he deposited Rs. 2000/- to the credit of his S. B. 
Account No. 23498. It is his further admission that S. B. 
Account holder Mrs. A. A.Thaiyanayaki was his family 
friend and she needed cash urgently, therefore, he gave 
the cash and collected withdrawal slip and as on 22-2-2000 
the account had credit balance of Rs. 11/- and no interest 
was collected on TOD and he had explained this position 
to the account holder Mrs. A. A.Thaiyanayaki. On that 
date itself, the charge sheet was issued to the concerned 
workman. But, as his explanation was not satisfied, a 
domestic enquiry was ordered and the Enquiry Officer after 
the enquiry has come to the conclusion that two charges 
framed against the concerned employee were proved and 
the Disciplinary Authority after issuing second show cause 
notice on 10-8-2000 awarded censure for charge No. I and 
the punishment of removal from service for charge No.2. 
This punishment awarded by the Disciplinary Authority is 
valid in law and fully justified and the Petitioner has not 
made out a case to interfere with the said punishment. 
Neither the Petitioner union nor the concerned employee 
to dictate as to the manner in which the Enquiry Officer 
should conduct the investigation. The domestic enquiry 
against the concerned employee was conducted in 
conforming to the principles of natural justice. It is not 
open to the Petitioner nor the concerned employee to 
question about the validity of the enquiry merely on the 
ground that management has not chosen to examine 


Sri Kumaran, Sri Thiagaraja, Sri Suresh or the customer. 
The misconduct committed by the concerned employee 
was clearly proved in domestic enquiry and also the 
charges framed against the concerned employee were 
established and supported with evidence. Even in Claim 
Statement the concerned workman did not admit in 
his letter dated 3-2-2002 that on 13-12-99 he received 
Rs. 2000/- from the account holder Mrs. A A.Thaiyanayaki, 
that while preparing challan for remittance instead writing 
account the number of Mrs. A. A.Thaiyanayaki, he wrote 
his own S. B. Account No. It is also clear that no voucher 
was available for posting the credit of Rs. 2000 in S. B. 
Account No. 24856. The transaction which led to the 
disciplinary action against the concerned workman was 
not a mere clerical error or negligence. It was a deliberate 
act to enrich himself even temporarily at the expense of 
bank’s customer by reason of his employment in the bank. 
In this case, how the concerned workman was able to get 
entries authenticated by the officer is of no material as far 
as the question of wrong done by him. In this case, it is not 
a question of dealing with a complaint of a customer and it 
is the attitude of the concerned workman in using his 
position in the bank as a clerk/cashier to gain access to the 
cash as well as records of bank to which he was not entitled 
to and to unduly benefit himself by misappropriation. The 
role of the officer in checking the entries cannot be equated 
to the role of concerned workman who was posting entries. 
It is a fact that concerned workman not only credited his 
own S. B. Account with cash meant for customer's account 
but also made fictitious entry in the customer’s account as 
if the amount is received by the bank to the credit of 
customer’s account. Therefore, the charges against the 
concerned workman were fair and proper and the 
punishment imposed on the concerned, employee is just 
and proper and therefore, the Respondent prays that the 
claim may be dismissed with costs. 

5. As against this, the Petitioner again filed a rejoinder 
in which it is alleged that normal clerical error in the course 
of doing the routine work was deliberately viewed as a 
dishonest action and unjust punishment was imposed on 
the concerned employee. It is false to contend that 
concerned employee made a fictitious credit in his account. 
The concerned employee made an entry in the account of 
Mrs. A. A.Thaiyanayaki under a genuine impression that 
he remitted the amount paid by her into her account, whereas 
inadvertently he filled the challan in his name and account 
number in the credit challan. The concerned officer Sri 
Kumanan did not check the account on 3-12-99, hence the 
wrong credit was not rectified which resulted in the account 
showing excess balance. There was no evidence to prove 
the alleged charges against the employee concerned. It is 
only due to selective interrogation and biased approach of 
the investigation officer, without adhering to the principles 
of natural justice, the preliminary investigation report found 
fault with the concerned employee. The management tries 
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to take shelter under technicalities and this establishes 
their vindictive attitude. The workman did not admit the 
charge of misappropriation and he only told the factual 
position and no way it can be interpreted as admission of 
charges against him. The non-availability of credit voucher 
was no excuse for the officer in not checking the account. 
The enquiry clearly establishes the biased and perverse 
attitude of Respondent/ Management towards concerned 
employee. Hence, for all these reasons, the Petitioner union 
prays that an award may be passed ip favour of the 
concerned employee. 

6. In these circumstances, the points for my 
consideration are— 

(i) “Whether the action of the Respondent/ 
Management in imposing the punishment of 
removal from service with superannuation 
benefits against Sri V. Suresh is legal and 
justified? 

(ii) “To what relief the concerned employee is 
entitled?” 

Point No. 1: 

7. In this case, the concerned employee namely 
Sri V. Suresh who worked as clerk/shroff at Kumbakonam 
branch of the Respondent/Bank misappropriated the funds 
of the bank and therefore, the Respondent/Management 
has taken action against the concerned employee, which 
was challenged by the Petitioner union, which espouses 
the cause of the concerned employee. On behalf of the 
Petitioner, no witness was examined but documents Ex.W 1 
to W3 namely charge sheet issued to concerned employee 
dated 20-2-2001 as Ex. W1 and copy of interrogation 
statement obtained on 22-2-2000 as Ex.W2 and copy of the 
order passed by Disciplinary Authority on 10-8-2002 as 
EX.W3 were marked. 

8. As against this, the side of the on Respondent/ 
Management one Sri R. Parthasarathy who was the Branch 
Manager in Kumbakonam branch of the Respondent/Bank 
during that period was examined as MW1. On the side of 
the respondent 17 documents were marked. 

9. Learned Counsel for the Petitioner contended that 
Disciplinary Authority had not taken into consideration 
the substantial fact that the particular S. B. Account holder 
namely Mrs. A. A.Thaiyanayaki was the family friend of 
the concerned employee which is nothing sort of admitted 
fact. Further the punishing authority had not taken into 
consideration the substantial fact that day to day accounts 
checking officer had not pointed out the mistake erupted 
in the particular day’s accounts. It is admitted that it is the 
bo unden duty of the officer to check the accounts every 
day but the same was not brought to light because of the 
biased attitude of the Enquiry Officer and therefore, the 
concerned employee had remitted the amount on 18-2-2000 


when it was brought to light. The Disciplinary Authority 
had also not taken into consideration regarding 
Mrs. A. A.Thaiyanayaki having not lodged any complaint 
against the concerned employee to whom only she had 
paid Rs.2000/- to deposit in her account and also received 
Rs.2500/- from him as hand loan. Thus the Disciplinary 
Authority had not taken into consideration the non - 
examination of Mrs. A. A. Thaiyanayaki to know the 
genuineness and trueness of the statement of the concerned 
employee. Only due to pressure of work in the beginning 
days of the month, he had mechanically withdrawn the 
amount on the genuine assumption that Rs.2000 had 
been deposited with the S. B. Account of Mrs. 
A. A. Thaiyanayaki. Therefore, there is no intention on the 
part of the concerned employee to cause either loss or to 
appropriate temporarily the funds of the Respondent/Bank 
Under such circumstances the punishment awarded by 
the bank on the finding that the concerned employee has 
misappropriated the funds of the bank temporarily is 
without any substance. 

10. On the other hand, the learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that in this case, it is not the 
question of dealing with the complaint of a customer, it is 
only the attitude of the concerned employee in using his 
position in the bank as a clerk/cashier to gain access to the 
cash as well as records of the bank to which he is not 
entitled to and to unduly benefit himself by 
misappropriation. Further, the role of the officer in checking 
entries cannot be equated to the role of the concerned 
employee who was posting entries. In this case, it is clearly 
established that the concerned employee not only credited 
his own S. B. Account with the cash meant for the 
customer’s account but also made a fictitious entry in the 
customer’s account, as if the amount is received by the 
bank to the credit of customer’s account. Further, it is not 
open to the concerned employee to question about the 
validity of the enquiry merely because the Presenting 
Officer had not chosen to examine Mrs. A. A. Thaiyanayaki 
or anybody else. If the concerned employee had not any 
grievance or wanted to examine those witnesses, he could 
have done it and nothing prevented him from doing so. It 
is clearly established in the domestic enquiry by production 
of documents and also by evidence adduced by the 
Respondent/Management staff that the Petitioner has 
deliberately done these acts and it was not a mere clerical 
error or negligence on the part of the concerned employee. 
Thus, the misconduct of temporary misappropriation 
committed by the concerned employee was clearly proved 
in the domestic enquiry and all the charges were established 
with substantial evidence. 

I!. Then the learned counsel .for the Petitioner 
contended that the Petitioner in reply to hit; show cause 
noiiee had denied the guilt attributed against her and li¬ 
the explanation he had pointed out the true vc- qrrsnce, 
but it does not mean that he has admtried the gc levelled 
against him both in die earlier show cause notice and the 
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charge memo and therefore, there is no legal evidence or 
probability of case based on documents filed in the 
domestic enquiry conducted against him to prove in all 
probabilities the grave misconduct alleged against him. 

12. Here again, learned counsel for the Respondent 
contended that there is no truth in the contention of the 
learned counsel for the Petitioner that the concerned 
employee had not admitted the guilt framed against him. 
Even in the Claim Statement and even in the letter dated 
3-2-2002, he has stated that on 3-12-99 he had received 
Rs. 2000 from the account holder Mrs. Thaiyanayaki and 
he further stated that while preparing the challan for 
remittance instead of writing the account number of 
Mrs. A.Thaiyanayaki he wrote his own S. B. account 
No. therefore, the intention of the concerned workman 
was revealed by his action. Under such circumstances, it 
is futile to contend that he has not admitted the guilt framed 
against him. 

13. Again, learned, counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that it is the Respondent/Management in this 
case bound to let in positive evidence to prove their 
assertions against the concerned employee that he had 
misappropriated the funds of Respondent/Bank and that it 
amounts to temporary misappropriation of bank funds and 
that this had been done by him intentionally. But there is 
no positive evidence available in this case to show that he 
has intentionally misappropriated the funds of the 
Respondent/Bank and therefore, it cannot be considered 
that the Respondent/Bank has proved the guilt framed 
against the concerned employee. It is also contended that 
there is no intention on the part of the concerned employee 
that he has to misappropriate the funds of the bank. Under 
such circumstances, the findings given by the Enquiry 
Officer and the punishment imposed by Disciplinary 
Authority are untenable and illegal. 

14. But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that it is clearly established that 
no voucher was available for posting the credit of Rs. 2000 in 
the account of Mrs. A.Thaiyanayaki in S. B. account 
No. 24856. Further, there is no dispute in this case that 
concerned workman received Rs. 2500 on the same day i.e. 
3-12-99 . The transaction which led to the disciplinary 
action against the concerned workman was not a mere 
clerical error or negligence and it was a deliberate act to 
enrich himself even temporarily at the expense of bank’s 
customer by reason of his employment in the bank. 
Therefore, it is not material that how the concerned 
employee was able to get entries authenticated by the officer 
as far as the question of wrong done by him. Under such 
circumstances, it cannot be said that the Respondent/ 
Management has not proved the case positively that the 
concerned employee has misappropriated the bank's funds. 

15. Then again the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that the High Courts and Supreme Court in 


number of decisions have held that before imposing 
economical death penalty against the employee all vital 
facts must be considered. Further, his clear past records 
are to be considered before imposing the major punishment. 
But, in this case, pasl records of the concerned employee 
were not at all taken intoconsideration, while imposing the 
punishment on the imaginary reason of temporary 
misappropriation of bank’s funds. Further, under section 
11 A of the I.D. Act, the Tribunal has got every power to 
interfere as it is one of the fittest cases and come to a 
different conclusion based on legal evidence on record. In 
this case, there is no* legal evidence to attribute the 
concerned employee that he has misappropriated even 
temporarily the funds of the Respondent/Bank. Undfcr such, 
circumstances, this Tribunal can exercise the powers and 
authority conferred under section 11A of the I.D. Act to 
come to a different conclusion. 

16. But, the learned counsel for the Respondent 
contended that it is well settled 'by the Supreme Court that 
“in banking business, absolute devotion, diligence and 
integrity need to be preserved by every bank employee 
and in particular by bank officers, if this is not observed, 
confidence of depositors would be impaired.” In this case, 
it is admitted that Smt. Thaiyaynaki, one of the S.B. account 
holders in the Respondent/Bank branch at Kumbakonam 
having S.B. Account No. 24856 has given an amount of 
Rs. 2000/- in cash to be remitted in her account. While so, 
without crediting the amount in S.B. account No. 24856 he 
has credited the said amount of Rs. 2000/- in his S.B. 
Account No.23498 by preparing the challan by himself. 
Further, not only that he has made a fictitious credit entry 
for Rs. 2000/- in S.B. Account No. 24856 of Smt. 
Thaiyanayaki as if the amount was duly received by the 
bank. Furthermore, on the same day i.e. on 3-12-99 the 
concerned employee had used one withdrawal slip dated 
9-11-99 signed by the said account holder Smt. Thaiyanayaki 
and, had withdrawn the amount of Rs. 2500/- knowing fully 
well that there was no sufficient balance in that account. 
After it was, found that this,was made as a fictitious entry, 
he had deposited a sum of Rs. 1300 to adjust the overdraft 
caused by him in the customer’s account No. 24856, Under 
such circumstances, ifcannot be said that the concerned 
employee inadvertently made entries in S.B. Account No. 
24856. Therefore, the punishment of removal from service 
imposed by the Disciplinary Authority on the concerned 
employee with superannuation benefits cannot be said as 
excessive and not proportionate to the charges framed 
against him. Further, in number of cases the Supreme Court 
has held that “interference with the quantum of punishment 
cannot be a routine matter. In case of proved charges in 
which the employee failed to discharge his duty with utmost 
integrity, honesty, diligence and devotion and is acts were 
prejudicial to the interest of the bank, the punishment of 
dismissal was proportionate to the misconduct proved and 
interference therewith was not warranted. ” It is his 
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further contention tha; the Supreme Court in 2006 J SCC 63 
KARNATAKA BANK LTD. Vs. A.L. MOHAN RAO, has 
held that “it is not for Courts to interfere in cases of gross 
misconduct of this nature with decision of Disciplinary 
Authority on any mistaken notion of sympathy so long as 
enquiry has been fair and proper and misconduct proved. 
In such matters it is for Disciplinary Authority to decide 
what is the fit punishment. ” Further, the Supreme Court in 
the cases of like nature has held that “ past records in such 
cases has no relevance. Further, the consideration of 
past records or the question whether the bank has 
sustained with loss were not relevant in such cases. ” The 
learned counsel for the Respondent further relied on the 
rulings reported in 1999IILLJ 194 MANAGEMENT OF 
CATHOLIC SYRIAN BANK Vs. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AND ANOTHER, wherein the Madras High Court has held 
that “Industrial Tribunal cannot interfere with the 
quantum of punishment if proved misconduct is grave in 
nature warranting dismissal from service. Discretionary> 
powers to interfere with the quantum of punishment can 
be exercised only when it is established that proves 
ckarges and penalty imposed are not proportionate to 
each other after considering all the aspects. Failure to 
consider past conduct by itself is not sufficient to hold 
order of dismissal as not warranted where the proved 
misconduct is grave. The employee cannot claim right to 
commit fraud during the course of employment and the 
employee should maintain such ethical standards 
embodied in rules and regulations and ethical standards 
cannot be abandoned on plea that Justice should be 
rendered with mercy. The employee should maintain 
minimum standard of integrity and therefore, an award of 
reinstatement and back wages to workman who did not 
tnaintain minimum standard of integrity would amount to 
rewarding fraudulent and dishonest conduct and would 
be mocking at integrity and honesty of majority of 
workmen. ” Relying on these decisions, learned counsel 
for the Respondent contended that in this case "the 
’Respondent/Bank has positively proved that no voucher 
was available for the postingof credit entry for Rs. 2000 in 
S.B. Account No. 24856 of Smt. Thaiyanayaki and on the 
same date i.e. 3-12-99 the concerned employee received 
Rs.2500 and the concerned employee after knowing full 
well that there was no sufficient balance in the account of 
Smt. Thaiyanayaki had withdrawn the said amount for 
himself and it was a deliberate act to enrich himself even 
temporarily at the expense of bank's customer by reason of 
his employment in the bank. Therefore, it cannot be said 
that at any stretch of imagination that the concerned 
employee is innocent and has made these entries 
inadvertently and therefore, the punishment imposed by 
the Respondent/Management is just and proper and no 
interference needs to be made by this Tribunal in this case 
under section 11 A of the I. D. Act. 

17.1 find much force in the contention of the learned 
counsel for the Respondent because, in this case even 


assuming for argument sake that he has inadvertently made 
the credit entry in his account, it cannot be said that he has 
inadvertently made the entry in the account of Smt. 
Thaiyanayaki namely inS.B. Account No. 24856. It is clearly 
established that there is no voucher for crediting this entry 
into S.B. Account No. 24856. Under such circumstances, it 
cannot be said that due to pressure of work he has :made 
this entry in the S.B. Account No. 24856. As such, I find 
the Respondent/Management has clearly established the 
fact that the Petitioner has temporarily misappropriated 
the funds of the bank and it is a deliberate act to enrich 
himself at the expense of bank’s customer by the reason of 
his employment in the Respondent/Bank. Therefore, I find 
the action of the Respondent/Management in imposing 
the punishment of removal from service on the concerned 
employee is legal and justified. 

Point NO. 2: 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the Petitioner is entitled? 

18. In view of my foregoing findings that imposition 
of punishment against the concerned employee is legal and 
justified, I find the concerned employee is not entitled to 
any relief as prayed for by the Petitioner Union. No Costs. 

19. Thus, the reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 27th April, 2006.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 


Witnesses Examined: 

For the I Party/Claimant : None 


For the II Party/Management 

Documents Marked:— 

For the I Party/Claimant: 

: MW 1 Sri R. Parthasarathy 

Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

W1 

20-02-01 

Xerox copy of the Charge 
Sheet issued to Concerned 
employee 

W2 

22-02-00 

Xerox copy of the 
interrogation statement 
obtained from concerned 
employee 

W3 

10-08-02 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Respondent to concerned 
employee 

For the II Party/Management: 

MI 

18-02-00 

Xerox copy of the report sent 
by Main branch, 

Kumbakonam to Regional 
Office 

M2. 

22-02-00 

Xerox copy of the 


interrogation report 
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Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

M3 

09-11-99 

Xerox copy of the 
withdrawal slip of 

Smt.Thaiyanayaki 

M4 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the specimen 
signature card of 

Smt. Thaiyanayaki 

M5 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the account 
sheet of Smt. Thaiyanayaki 

M6 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the show 
cause notice issued to 
concerned employee 

M7 

20-02-01 

Xerox copy of the Charge 
Sheet issued to concerned 
employee 

M8 

08-09-01 

Xerox copy of the 
Presenting Officer’s 

summing up before Domestic 
Enquiry 

M9 

06-12-01 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
findings 

M10 

13-12-01 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
concerned employee to 
Enquiry' Officer 

Mil 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
proceedings 

M12 

06-07-02 
10-08 02 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Disciplinary Authority to 
concerned employee 

M13 

16-09-02 

Xerox copy of the appeal 
preferred by concerned 
employee before Appellate 
Authority 

M14 

04-02-03 

Xerox copy of the order of 
Appellate Authority 

M15 

03-12-99 

Xerox copy of the pay in slip 

M16 

18-02-2000 

Xerox copy of the pay in slip 

M17 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the ledger of 
concerned employee 


30 3FT*cT, 2006 


^r.3TT. 3827.-3fr^p|cf, 1947 (1947 
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#g, 313^.^ftfe aft«lini«b feTK 4 

a^fipr^/SR-^Wi^^-g^-n^TfqR: (tMtRs4T 35/2002) 

wt f, ^ 29-8-2006 srcr 

^stt «n 1 

{TT. T^r-11012/78/2001 -Sflf 3TR(^-I) ] 
T(7T. 3TT7 TTf^TW 


New Delhi, the 30th August, 2006 

S.O. 3827. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 35/2002) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court. 
Mumbai-H now as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Indian Airlines and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 29-8-2006. 

[No. L-11012/78/2001 -IR (C-I)j 

S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. II, MUMBAI 

Present : A. A. Lad, Presiding Officer 

REFERENCE: CGIT-2/35 of2002 

Employers in Relation to the Management of Indian 
Air Lines Ltd., 

General Manager (P), 

Indian Air Lines Ltd., 

New Engineering Complex, 

Sahar, Mumbai-400 099. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

Chairman. 

Air Corporation Employees’ Union, 

Old Airport, Santacruz (E), 

Mumbai-400 029 
(R.S. Masurkar) 

APPEARANCE 

For the Employer : M/s. B has in & Co. with 
Mrs. Pooja Kulkarni & Alisha 
P, Advocates. 

For the Workmen : Mr. A.K. Menon, Representative 
Date of passing of Award 27th June, 2006. 

AWARD-PART II 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its Order No/L-11012/78/2001 -IR(C-I) dated 10th April, 2002, 
in exercise of the powders conferred by Clause (d) of sub¬ 
section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, to this Tribunal regarding 
R.S. Masurkar for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the management of Indian 
Airlines Limited, Mumbai in removing Shri R.S. 
Masurkar from the services w.e.f. 21 -12-2000 is legal 
and justified ?” 

2. To support the subject matter referred in the 
reference 2nd Party, Chairman, Air Corporation Employees 
Union filed Statement of Claim for concerned Workman at 
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Exhibit 6. Same was disputed by the 1 st Party filing Written 
Statement at Exhibit 7. On the basis of the said pleadings 
my Ld. Predecessor framed Issues at Exhibit 10. After 
recording evidence it was kept for passing Award, after 
hearing both sides. Meanwhile Party Nos. 1 and 2 arrived 
to settlement as per Exhibit 23 and decided to settle the 
Issue out of the Court. After verifying that it is free 
settlement and volunteer one I accept it. 

3. In view of this settlement purshis filed at Exhibit 23 
I proceed tp pass the following order: 

ORDER 

In view' of the settlement purshis filed at Exhibit 23 
Reference is disposed off with no order as to its costs. 

A. A. LAD, Presiding Officer 

Mumbai, 

27th June, 2006. Ex. No. 23 

BEFORE THE HONTBLE CGIT-II AT MUMBAI 
Reference IDA No. 35 of 2002 


In the Matter of 



Indian Airlines Ltd. 

Versus 

.First Party 

R. S. Masurkar 


.Second Party 


MAY ITPLEASE YOUR HONOUR 

1. It is respectfully submitted by the First Party 
Management that Shri R. S. Masurkar w'as removed from 
the services of the Indian Airlines Ltd. w.e.f. 21-12-2000 
and Air Corporation Employees Union, Bombay Region 
has raised an industrial dispute before the Asstt. Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Mumbai contesting the action of 
the First Party Management. The conciliation ended in 
failure and the matter was referred by the Central 
Government before CGIT-II for adjudication. 

2. It is respectfully submitted that the Hon’ble 
Presiding Officer in its Part-I Award dated 9th October, 
2003 had held that the domestic enquiry conducted against 
the w'orkman was not as per the principles of natural justice 
and the First Party Management is allowed to lead evidence 
to justify its action. Thereafter the CGIT-II has not been in 
session as no fresh Presiding Officer has been appointed. 

3. Both the parties approached the Regional Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Mumbai requesting for 
intervention in the matter. The Union submitted that Shri 
Masurkar’s case should be considered for ‘fresh 
appointment’ especially since he had no other adverse 
record in his service. After prolonged discussion on 18th 
January, 2005 the settlement dated 18th January, 2005 w'as 
arrived between the parties. 

4. It is respectfully submitted by the First Party 
Management that as the Memorandum of Settlement dated 
18th January, 2005 under Section 12(3) of the I. D. Act w'as 
arrived between Air Corporation Employees Union and 


Indian Airlines Ltd. Management. Shri R. S. Masurkar has 
joined duties with effect from 4th February. 2005. 

5. It is respectfully submitted by the First Party 
Management that Second Party w'orkman w'as taken back 
as a fresh employee without any continuity in the 
employment and the Second Party Workman has accepted 
the terms and conditions of the fresh appointment and 
joined duty w'ith effect from 4th February, 2006. 

6. In view' of the facts and circumstances stated here 
in above, the First Party Management herein most 
respectfully prays that the above Reference may be 
rejected. A photocopy of the settlement dated 18th January. 
2005 w'hich w'as arrived between the parties w'hereby the 
Second Party Workman w'as taken as a fresh employee is 
annexed herewith and marked as Exhibit - “A” along with 
the copy of the Joining Report of Second Party Workman 
dated 4th February, 2005 is hereto annexed and marked as 
Exhibit-“B”. 

FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS THE FIRST PARTY 
MANAGEMENT SHALL BE DUTY BOND AND SHALL 
EVER PRAY. 

Dated this day of 26th April, 2006 
Advocate for the Management 

EXHIBIT ‘A’ 

Memorandum of Settlement under section 12(3) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 arrived at on Tuesday 
the 18th January, 2005 at Mumbai between the management 
of Indian Airlines and their workmen represented by Air 
Corporation Employees’ Union in the matter of removal of 
services of Shri R. S. Masurkar. Sr. Helper (Commercial) 
EmpNo. 358118 

Represents ting Management 1. Shri R. Harihar. General 

Manager (Personnel), 
Indian Airlines, 
Western Region, 
Mumbai 

2 Shri M. K. 

Mukhopadhy ay a. 
General Manager 
(Commercial), 
Indian Airlines. 
Western Region, 
Mumbai 

Representing Workmen 1. Shri Kishore Pingle. 

Vice Chairman, 
Air Corporation 
Employees’ Union. 
Bombay Region 

2 Shri G. R. Gole, 
Regional Secretary, 
Air Corporation 
Employees’ Union, 
Bombay Region 
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SHORT RECITAL OF THE CASE 

The Management of Indian Airlines removed 
Shri R. S. Masurkar from the services w.e.f. 21-12-2000 and 
the Air Corporations Employees Union, Bombay Region 
has raised an industrial dispute before the Asst. Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Mumbai contesting the action of 
the management. The conciliation ended in failure and the 
matter was referred by the Central Government before 
CGIT -II for adjudication. 

The Hon'ble Presiding Officer in its Part-I Award 
dated 9th October, 2003 had held that the domestic enquiry 
conducted against the workman was not as per the 
principles of natural justice and the Management is allowed 
to lead evidence to justify its action. Thereafter the CG1T-I1 
has not been in session as no fresh Presiding Officer has 
been appointed. 

Both the parties approached the Regional Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Mumbai requesting for 
intervention in the matter. The Union submitted that Shri 
Masurkar's case should be considered for 'fresh 
appointment' especially since he had no other adverse 
record in his service. After prolonged discussion on 18th 
January, 2005 the following settlement was arrived at: 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

1. Shri R. S. Masurkar shall within a fortnight be offered 
fresh appointment to the post of Helper (Commercial) in 
the pay scale of Rs. 2860-3700 with a starting basic pay of 
Rs. 3260/-. He Shall be taken on duty on completion of pre¬ 
employment formalities, but no medical test would be 
required. 

2. Shri R. S. Masurkar will be placed on probation for 
a period of six months from the date of his appointment 
and if during this period his attendance, work and conduct 
are found not satisfactory, his appointment will be 
terminated forthwith. 

3. Shri R. S. Masurkar shall be eligible for promotion 
to the post/grade of Sr. Helper (Commercial) in the pay 
scale of Rs. 3140-4180 after he is confirmed as Helper 
(Commercial). On being found suitable for promotion as Sr. 
Helper his basic pay will be fitted at the maximum of the 
new pay scale at Rs. 4180/-. He shall get seniority as Sr. 
Helper (Commercial) from the date he takes over after 
promotion. 

4. Shri R. S. Masurkar shall be allowed to become 
member of the Indian Airlines Employees Provident Fund 
from the first of the following month he joins duty. 
The Provident Fund amount standing to his credit as on 
21-02-2000 would be recredited to his account. 

5. Shri R. S. Masurkar shall be allowed to become 
member of the Contributory Family Medical Scheme from 
the date he joins duty. 


6. The question of counting the past service for 
various purposes would be considered and decided by the 
Management after 5 years from the date he joins duty. 

7. Subject to the above Shri R. S. Masurkar will be 
governed by Service Regulations/Standing Orders and 
Establishment Orders applicable to him and as framed and 
amended by Indian Airlines Ltd. from time to time. 

8. He shall be liable to be transferred to any Station/ 
Section as may be required by the Management. 


9. The above terms of settlement would be full and 
final settlement of the dispute. 


10. Both the parties agree to file this settlement before 
the presiding Officer, CG1T-II in Ref. No. CGIT-II/35 of 
2002 to obtain a consent order confirming the above terns. 


For the Union 


For the Management 


1. (Kishore Pingle) 
Vice Chairman, 

Air Corporation 
Employees’ Union, 
Bombay 

2. (G.RGole) 
Regional Secretary, 
Air Corporation 
Employees’ Union, 
Bombay Region 

Witnesses : 


I. (R. Harihar) 

General Manager (Personnel) 
Indian Airlines, Western 
Region, Mumbai 


2. (M. K. Mukhopadhyaya) 
General Manager (Commercial) 
Indian Airlines, 

We stern Region, Mu mbai 


1. (A. M. Balasaraf) 

Head Commercial Helper 


2. (R. A. Kamath) 

Dy. General Manager 
(Personnel) 


3. J. R. Desai 

Sr. Commercial Helper 


4. (N. G. Mavchi) 
Chief Manager 
(Commercial) 


Before me 


M. P. M. Sivakumar 

Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) 
To 


Shri R. S. Masurkar, 

R. No. 08, Marwadi Chawl No. 1, 

Ambewadi, Kalachowki, 

B. A. Road, Mumbai 400033. 

Ref. MPR/ Date: 01 -02-2005 


Sub: Appointment - Helper (Commercial) 

In terms of the Memorandum of Settlement arrived at 
on 18-1-2005 between the Management of Indian Airlines 
Ltd. and Air Corporations Employees’ Union, a copy of 
which is enclosed and constitutes a part of this letter of 
appointment, we hereby offer you fresh appointment as 
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Helper (Commercial), in' the pay scale of Rs. 2860-3700 with 
a starting basic pay of Rs. 3260/- on the terms and 
conditions mentioned below :— 

1. Your appointment will be subject to your 
completing all pre-employment formalities 
except medical examination. 

2 You will be placed on probation for a period of 

six months from the date of your appointment 
in terms of Service Regulation No. 9 and if, 
during this period, your attendance, work and 
conduct are found not satisfactory, your 
appointment will be terminated forthwith. 

3. You will be considered for promotion to the 
post/grade of Sr. Helper (Commercial) in the 
pay scale of Rs.3140-4180 on your confirmation 
in the post of Helper (Commercial). On your 
promotion as Sr. Helper, your basic pay will be 
fitted at the maximum of the new pay scale, i.e. 
at Rs. 4180/-. Your seniority in the category of 
Sr. Helper (Commercial) will be reckoned from 
the date you take over as Sr. Helper. 

4. You will be allowed to become member of 
Indian Airlines Employees’ Provident Fund 
from the first of the following month of your 
joining duties. The Provident Fund amount 
standing to your credit as on 21 -12-2000 would 
be re-credited to your account. 

5. You will be allowed to become member of the 
Contributory Family Medical Scheme from the 
date you join duty. 

6. The question of counting your past service 
for various purposes would be considered and 
decided by the Management after 5 years from 
the date of your joining duty subject to your 
satisfactory service record.. 

7. Subject to what is stated above, you will be 
governed by the existing Service Regulations/ 
Standing Orders and Establishment Orders 
applicable to you and as framed and amended by 
Indian Airlines Ltd. from time to time. 

8. You will be liable to be transferred/redeployed 
to any Station/Department/Section as may be 
required by,the Management. 

9. No further representation of any nature, 
whatsoever, will be entertained in regard to 
the above and the Industrial Dispute raised by 
ACEU will stand fully settled in terms of 
Clauses 9 and 10 of the said settlement dated 
18-1-2005. 

If the above offer including the terms of the 
aforementioned settlement dated 18-01-2005 is acceptable 


to you, please return the duplicate copy of this letter to us, 
duly signed, as a token of your acceptance of the offer. 

P. R. MESHRAM, For General Manager (Personnel) 
Exhibit ‘B’ 

To 

Manager (Personnel) 

Indian Airlines Ltd. 

NTB - Mumbai 

MnlWH/Memorandum 

Ref: BBY: GMC:ADMN: 144 4th February, 20 05 

Sub: Joining Report 

This has reference to GM(P) letter No. MPR/HC/05 
dated 4-2-05 regarding reappointment of Mr. R. S. Masurkar 
as Helper (Commercial) on the terms and conditions 
mentioned in the above letter. 

Mr. R. S. Masurkar - Emp. No. 398497- Helper 
(Commercial) has reported to GM(Commercial) on 
afterenoon of 4-2-05 and will report to DGM(CS), Mumbai 
Airport for further allocation of duties. 

M. K. MUKHOPADHYAYA, General Manager 

(Commercial) 

30 3FT77I, 2006 

W.3IT. 3828.-4tWlPl4> feK 3TfafWT, 1947 (1947 
14) mi 17 ^ Wsfa W&K ^#1 

wrhi ^ w rnq'M+T ^ 4>4<hkY 

3iWlPl4> 3Tf%t4k3h, ^ T4R (tM WH 33/2002) 

y+lDld f/9TF 7R4TC W\ 

30-8-2006 WcT ^3TT V II 

[71. ^-42012/54/2001 ’ 3TR(7lt-II)] 
4DFI 47RR 4 I1-S, S74 3TPT4>Rt 
New Delhi, the 30th August, 2006 
S.O. 3828. —in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 33/2002) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar as shown in the ANNEXURE in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Door 
Darshan Maintenance Centre, and their workman, received 
by the Central Government on 30-8-2006. 

[No. L-42012/54/2001 -IR (C-D)] 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, BHUBANESWAR 

Present: 

Shri N.K.R. Mohapatra, 

Presiding Officer, C.G. I.T.-cum-Labour Court, 
Bhubaneswar 


2807 G1/06—28 
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Industrial dispute Case No. 33/2002 

Date of Passing Award—10th August 2006 

Between 

The Management of the Station 
Engineer, Door Darshan Maintenance Centre, 

Door Darshan Kendra, Sambalpur 

... 1 st Party-Management 

Their Workman, Shri Puma Chandra Das, 

At/Po. Kuchinda, Sambalpur 

.. .2nd Party-Workman 
APPEARANCES 

None ...Forthe 1st Party Management 

None .. .For the 2nd Party Workman 

AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, 
in exercise of Powers conferred by Clause (d) or Sub-section 
(I) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) referred the following 
dispute for adjudication vide' their Order No, L-42012/54/ 
2001 (IR (CM-I), dated 30-01-2002: 

“Whether the demand of Shri P. C. Das, Ex-Watchman, 
in the LPT Centre, Kuchinda under Door Darshan 
Maintenance Centre, Sambalpur for regularization of 
his services as watchman and wages at par with the 
Central Government Rules from the date or his 
appointment i.e. from April, 1994 is legal and 
justified? If so, to what relief the workman is entitled 
to?” 

2. It is alleged by the workman that during 
construction period of a L.P.T. Center at Kuchinda he was 
engaged on consolidated wage of Rs. 750 per month by 
the officers of Door Darshan of Calcutta to keep watch 
over the materials stacked for construction of the above 
center during 1994. After taking over the center after its 
completion he was again engaged by the officers of the 
Sambalpur Door Darshan on a consolidated remuneration 
of Rs. 490 per month with an assurance that he would be 
absorbed as a regular employee in future after getting the 
sanctioned post. But as in the following years he could not 
be regularized pursuant to the assurance he raised an 
Industrial. Disputes before the Law enforcing authority 
culminating the same in the present reference. 

3. The O. P.—Management contended that the 
engagement or the workman by the officers of the Calcutta 
during the construction period of L.P.T. Centre in 1994 is 
totally unknown to the Management. According to the 
Management in April 1996 the L.P.T. Centre was handed 
over to the Sambalpur Door Darshan for its maintenance 
and therefore for a temporary period of one year from 
1-4-1996 he workman was engaged on contractual basis 
for Rs. 490 per month until regular staffs are posted in the 


center. The workman accordingly worked but he was 
refused further extension on the posting of regular staff 
with effect from 1 -4-1997. As regards the question of regular 
it is contended that the workman having not been selected 
as per the recruitment Rules and that there being no 
sanctioned post of a Watcher he can not be regularized, 
his appointment being on contractual basis. For the self 
same reason he is also not entitled to claim equal pay with 
that of a regular employee. Besides while challenging the 
reference it is further contended that the same is not 
maintainable in as much as the entire case falls within the 
jurisdiction of the Administrative Tribunal. 

4. On the basis of above pleadings of the parties the 
following three issues were framed: 

ISSUES 

I. Whether the reference is maintainable? 

2 Whether the demand of Shri PC. Das. Ex- 
Watchman, in L PT. Centre, Kuchinda, under 
Door Darshan Maintenance Centre, Sambalpur 
for regularization of his services as Watchman 
and wages at par with the Central Government 
Rules from the date of his appointment i.e. from 
April 1994 is legal and justified? 

3. If so, to what relief the workman is entitled? 

ISSUE NO. 1 

5. Except pleading that the entire case falls within the 
purview or the Administrative Tribunal Act, no evidence 
worth the name has been adduced by the Management to 
substantiate the same. In view of the above there appears 
no substance in the above stand and accordingly it is held 
that the Tribunal has got all the jurisdiction to try the 
dispute. 


6. These issues arc taken up together as they are 
inter-1 inked. 

It is the well settled principle that a casual worker or 
a person appointed on adhoc basis has got no right to 
claim regularization because of his rendering service for a 
continuous period. Rather it is obligatory on the part of the 
employer to see by framing necessary rules that such 
persons are regularized on their fulfilling the required 
qualification prescribed under the rules. So also it is the 
settled law that regularization depends on the status of a 
person. By mere continuation in service for longer a period 
the status of a person does not change with the passage of 
time and therefore a person who has been appointed on 
temporary basis can not claim the status Of a permanent 
employee and demand equal wages of regularization. 
Further more a person engaged on contractual basis can 
not claim either regularization or equal pay at par with the 
regular employees. 


ISSUES NQ.2& 3 
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7. The Management has produced an Agreement 
(Ext.-A) along with several xerox copies of hand receipts 
granted by the workman in support of receipt of his 
remuneration from months to month (marked as Ext.-C 
series). The workman has also filed copies of similar 
receipts. On perusal of the same especially the document 
marked Ext.-A it is clear that the workman was engaged 
specifically for a period of one year from 1-4-1996 on 
contractual basis on fixed consideration of Rs. 490/- per 
month. The evidence of Management witness shows that 
after appointment of regular staff the services of the 
workman was no more needed and therefore he was 
terminated on completion of one year contractual period. 

8. Be it noted here that as per Section 2(oo) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act retrenchment means any termination 
of workman for any reason whatsoever but the same does 
not include termination of service as a result of non-renewal 
of contract. Therefore, when in the instant case the workman 
has been terminated without renewal of his contract, the 
said termination can not be termed as retrenchment to attract 
the provision of Section 25-F of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
So also in view of the above nature of engagement the 
workman can have no claim for his regularization nor for 
equal pay for the reasons discussed earlier. 

9. Thus in view or the discussions made above I find 
no merit in the claim or the workman and accordingly the 
reference is answered in negation. 

Dictated & Corrected by me. 

N. K. R. MOHAPATRA, Presiding Officer 
^ 30 3RR3 2006 

W.3TT. 3829.—STfafWT, 1947 (1947 
14) ^ «rrci 17 ^ 3 EJOTrwl sm 

^ yq W* 3^ "3^ *4*kY 

(71^4TOtT 7/2003) ^ y+lftld 

%, ^ 30-8-2006 ^ HIRl f3n «TTI 

[TT. ^-42012/184/2002-3flf 3TR(^t-II) ] 

3T3T4 

New Delhi, the 30th August, 2006 

S.O. 3829.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 7/2003) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of All India 
Radio, and their workman, received by the Central 
Government on 30-8-2006. 

[No. L-42012/184/2002-IR (C-II)] 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT BHUBANESWAR 

Present: 

Shri N.K.R. Mohapatra, 

Presiding Officer, C.G.l.T.-cul 11 -Labour Court, 
Bhubaneswar 

Indistrial Dispute Case No. 7/2003 

Date of Passing Award - 26th July, 2006 

Between 

1. The Management of the Station Director, 
All India Radio, Naktiguda, P.O. Bhawanipatna, 
Dist.-Kalahandi - 766001 

2 The Superintending Enginner, All India Radio, 
Naktiguda, P.O. Bhawanipatna, Dist. Kalahandi. 

...1st Party-Managements 

And 

Their Workman, Shri Santanu Kumar Soni, 

Hinglibahili (Ward No. 1). P.O. Junagarh, 

Dist. Kalahandi-766 014. 

. .. .2nd Party-Workman 

APPEARANCES: 

Raghunath Mai lick UDC ...For 1st Party 

Managements. 

Santanu Kumar Soni ...For Himself 

The Workman. 

AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, 
in exercise or powers conferred by Clause (d) of sub-section 
(I) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947) have referred the following 
dispute for adjudication vide their Order No. L42012/184/ 
2002IR dated 13-03-2003:— 

“Whether the action of the Management of Prasar 
Bharati. Broadcasting Corporation of India, in 
relation to their Establishment i.e. Director, All India 
Radio, Bhawanipatna, erstwhile Department of All 
India Radio in terminating the services of Shri Santanu 
Kumar Soni, Pump Operator-cum-Electrician with 
effect from 10-12-200 I without following due 
procedure of law and providing him principles of 
natural justice, is he was rendered continuous 
service in five successive years in the organization 
is legal and justified? If not to what relief the workman 
is entitled to? ! ’ 

2. The shortly stated case of the workman iir hat he 
was engaged bv the Management with effect from 7a 5-1995 
as a NMRPump Operator'cunvPiectrk-san on a dt fy wage 
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of Rs. 35/- calculated to Rs. 1050/- per month and 
subsequently it was enhanced to Rs. 2250/- per month. It is 
alleged by the workman that w'hile he w r as continuing, is 
such from year to year he was refused employment abruptly 
without notice or notice pay and retrenchment benefits 
from 10-12-2001 instead of regularizing him with permanent 
status as per the scheme of 1993 adopted by the Prasar 
Bharati Broadcasting Corporation of All India. 

3. In reply to the above the Management averred 
that the workman was never enrolled as a NMR worker nor 
he was engaged continuously as a casual worker as claimed 
by him. According to it there being restriction for 
engagement of casual workers there was no scope for the 
Management to give such engagement to the workman. 
But however he was engaged as a part time worker 
intermittently depending upon the contingencies and was 
paid accordingly from out of contingent fund for operating 
the water pump from 6.00 A .M. to 8.00 A.M. and again from 
4.00 P.M. to 8.00 P.M. on contractual basis and for attending 
to some minor electrical works over a total period not 
exceeding 4 hours in a day. But after engagement of 
contractors to undertake the above jobs he, was disengaged 
from 10-12-2001 pursuant to an instruction received from 
the head office and as such he is neither entitled for 
regularization nor his termination is bad under law. 

4. On the basis of the above pleadings of the parties 
the following issues were framed. 

ISSUES 

1. Whether the reference is maintainable? 

2. Whether the w-orkman Shri Santanu Kumar 
Semi was working as Pump Operator-cum- 
Electrician under the Director, All India Radio, 
Bhawanipatna? 

3. Whether the action or the Management of 
Prasar Bharati Broadcasting Corporation of 
India in relation to their establishment i.e. 
Director, All India Radio, Bhaw'anipatna, the 
erstwhile Department of All India Radio in 
terminating the services of Shri Santanu Kumar 
Soni wuth effect from 10-! 2-2001 is legal and 
justified? 

4. If not, what relief the workman is entitled to? 

5. The workman has examined himself alone in 
support of his case by producing several documents marked 
Ext.-I to 36. The Management on the other has examined 
two witnesses with Ext. A to H-2. 

Issue No. 1 

6. Though initially the scope or this reference was 
questioned by the Management in its written statement no 
evidence worth the name has been adduced during trial to 
that effect. Hence it is held that this Tribunal has got the 
jurisdiction to certain the reference. 


Issue Nos. 2 to 4 

7. These issues are taken up conjointly for the 
purpose or convenience. 

8. In view of the above pleading and counter 
pleadings or the parties it is to be seen whether the 
workman w r as engaged as a casual w'orker to w'ork for 8 
hours a day or whether his engagement w'as a part time one 

limited to 4 hours work. 

9. It is not denied by the Management witness that 
the workman was engaged on miscellaneous work of 
repairing the electrical defects besides operating the w'ater 
pumps. Ext.-23, a part of Duty AllotmentRegister maintained 
under the authority or the Asst. Station Engineer or the 
Management gives an inkling them the workman w'as asked 
time and again to attend to the electrical detects of various 
residential quarters during 1996 and 1997. He was also asked 
to repair the water taps. Ceiling fans, wash basin water 
pipes of different quarters. The payment voucher marked 
Ext.-25 and its connected office orders marked 
Ext .-26 and 27 also reflect the fact that besides operating 
the water pumps from 6 A.M. to 8 A.M. and against from 4 
P.M. to 6 P.M. the workman W'as also attending to other 
electrical works during month or Sept. 1998. The other 
document Ext.-5 to 14 produced by the workman also speak 
similar engagements during 1996 to 1997. Ext.-32 a letter of 
drawingand disbursement officer dated 4- 2-2003 indicates 
that the workman was almost treated as a regular employee 
in as much as he was allowed to draw materials like pedestal 
fan and wrench etc. from the store or the Management. 
Likewise the letter dated 24.12.2002 (Ext.-G) or 
Superintending Engineer of the Management addressed 
to Director General. All India Radio indicates that he was 
rendering continuous work as a casual worker for which he 
has earlier been issued with service certificate in official 
pad by the previous Superintendent Engineer and the 
Station Director of All India Radio, Bhawanipatna 
(reference being to Ext.-l and 2). The letter also indicates 
that like the workman many others were engaged as casual 
workers on different work and they were being paid through 
vouchers individually and after receipt of a letter from the 
top level to discontinue such practice and to manage the 
work by engaging contractors, these workers were placed 
under one contractor with effect from 1-10-2001 to look 
alter all sundry nature of work but the workman had refused 
to w'ork under such contractor. During cross-examination of 
the workman it has been suggested to him that although his 
w'ork w r as limited to four hour’s job he was paid the full 
wages as per minimum wages Act. This coupled with the 
earlier discussion clearly cuts at the root of the case of the 
Management that the workman w'as engaged on part time 
basis contractually as no management having paid full wages 
would ever prefer to engage a worker for four hour’s only. 

10. From the circular of Prasar Bharati dated 
8-10-1998 (Ext.-B marked on behalf of the Management) it 
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appears twit in 1998 a circubr was issued to stop 
engagement of casual workers. Despite such instruction 
some of the All India Radio Stations approached the above 
authority for permission to engage such workers. As a 
consequence the above circular was again issued asking 
again not to engage such workers but to explore the 
possibility of getting the cleaning and other sundry fobs 
done by egaging part time workers on nominal payment. 
From the earlier discussion it appears that the management 
by giving a circumvent interpretation to the above circular 
evolved a method of engaging a single person against two 
part time job as has seemingly been done in case of the 
workman. As this practice lead to further complication the 
Prasar Bharati in its subsequent circular dated 10-7-2001 
(Ext. A) asked all the Radio Stations and Doordarshan to 
withdraw such appointment. The evidence of Management 
witness shows that as a consequence there of the workman 
was refused further engagement from 10-12-2001. 

11. To justify the case that the workman was engaged 
on part time basis the Management has produced certain 
contingent vouchers or 1 996,1997 marked Ext.4/1 and 4/2. 
These documents no doubt indicate that the workman was 
engaged on petty contract basis for operating the pump 
alone. But such recording can not be accepted as true 
reflection of the real state of affairs as the other documents 
marked on behalf of workman as Ext. 25. 26 and 27 speak ■ 
otherwise that he was also engaged for repairing the 
electrical goods etc. From the discussions made earlier it 
can very well be said that those documents Ext.-4/1 and 
4/2 have been prepared to suit the purpose of the 
Management. The payment of full wages to the workman 
and the very suggestion of the management made to the 
workman during cross examination that he being paid such 
full wages despite his part time engagements spell outthe 
real truth that the workman was engaged for the entire 8 
hours both for operating the water pumps and to attend 
other miscellaneous electrical work as claimed by the 
workman in his evidence. Ext.-4 a letter of the 
Superintending Engineer addressed to Asst. Labour 
Commissioner (Central) indicates that the workman was 
working continuously ever since 24-6-1996 and therefore 
the action or the Management in refusing him employment 
with effect from 10-12-2001 without any advance notice or 
pay in lieu thereof amounts to illegal retrenchment 
warranting consequential relief to the workman. 

12. Accounting reading of the evidence of the 
Management witness with that the letter Superintending 
Engineer marked Ext.-G would show that after terminating 
the workman and many other casual workers the 
Management by attaching those workers (Except the 
workman) to a contractor is managing the work and that 
the present litigation is the out come of the refusal of the 
workman to work under such contractor. It should not be 
lost sight of that in view of the judgment of Supreme Court 
dated 17-1 -1986 the case between Surendra Singh & Others 


Versus- Union of India, a circular has been issued by the 
Government of India prescribing different standards for 
regularization or casual workers working continuously year 
to year. Under the above circular provisions have been 
made for payment of l/30th pay of a regular employee to 
those of the casual works who render similar duties and for 
this all Managements have been asked to enroll the 
deserving casual worker under Non-Permaneht category 
for their future regularization. As I find in complete 
disregard to the above circular of Government of India all 
those who were working as casual workers-have been 
attached to contractor as an circumvent attempt to escape 
the rigour of law. In the above premises while holding the 
termination of the workman illegal the Management is 
directed to pay him compensation of Rs. 2 lakhs towards 
illegal retrenchment, back wages and in lieu of his 
reinstatement. The Management is further directed to think 
of considering the case of al 1 the casual workers who have 
been all, attached to a contractor in the light of the circular 
of the Government of India so as to impanel'suitable 
persons under Non- Permanent category of employees for 
their future regularization. The case of the workman is also 
to be examined in the above light. 

1 3. The reference is answered accordingly. 

Dictated & Corrected by me. 

N. K. R. MOHAPATRA. Presiding Officer 

nf 3 1 'iFTFd 2006 

cFT.3?T. 3830.--yra'lf j rT; feK 1947 ( 1947 

TTF 14) TTf m\ 17 # 3T3^U| A, <£#<4 +U447 
^ 3frc 17# <#<4 HI # #4, 

A.-2 , # f## TfrTIZ (## #541 
226/1998) # 5TTctT t, # <4At# # 

30-8-2006 # W<\ |T3TT «n. i ' 

[# 12012/62/98-3# 3TR<#-II)] 

New Delhi, the 31 st August, 2006 

S.O. 3830. —In Pursuance of section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 226/ 
1998) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. 2, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the management of Punjab 
National Bank and their workman, received by the Central 
Government on 30-8-2006. 

[No. L-12012/62/1998-IR (B-H)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE TOE PRESIDING OFFICER: CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM 
LABOUR COURT, NEW DELHI 

Presiding Officer: R.N.Rai. 

I.D. No.226/1998 
In the matter of:— 

Shri Narain Singh, 

New Bank of India Employees Union (Delhi) 

Now Change to Punjab National Bank Workers Union, 
C/o Punjab National Bank 
L-Block, Connaught Place 
New Delhi -110001. 

VERSUS 

The Senior Regional Manager, 

Punjab National Bank, 

North Delhi Zone 
Antriksh Bhawan 
K.G.Marg, 

New Delhi -110001. 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-12012/62/ 
98IR (B-H) CENTRAL GOVERNMENT DT. 4-12-1998 has 
referred the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder :— 

“Whether the dismissal of Shri Narain Singh, Armed 

Guard in Branch Office of Punjab National Bank at 

Fatehpur, Delhi isjustified in the facts of the case? If 

not, to what relief the said workman is entitled?” 

The workman applicant has filed claim statement In 
the claim statement it has been stated that Shri Narain Singh 
joined the services of the erstwhile New Bank of India as 
Armed Guard on 21 -10-85 after retirement from Military. 

That Shri Narain Singh had an excellent, meritorious 
and unblemished service record in the Military before 
joining the services of the erstwhile New Bank of India. 
That pursuant to notification by the Ministry of Finance 
(Banking Division), Govt, of India, New Delhi New Bank of 
India was merged with the Punjab Nation Bank on 
4-6-1993. 

That ever since the amalgamation of these two banks, 
the management of Punjab National Bank nakedly adopted 
the policy of a step motherly treatment with the employees 
of New Bank of India. The Management of Punjab National 
Bank formulated discriminatory and vindictive Transfer 
Policy dated 16.9.1993 where under mass transfers of the 
employees were effected throughout the country to remote 
and far flung places. Not only this, the seniority of the 
employees were effected throughout the country to remote 
and far flung places. Not only this, the seniority of the 
employees of erstwhile NBI was scaled down to half. Large 


scale charge sheets with false and frivolous allegations 
were served on the innocent employees of ENBI with the 
sole object of terrorising and victimising them. The quantum 
of gratuity admissible to the employees of ENBI was 
considerably reduced. 

That against such partisan, biased and discriminatory 
policies of the Bank, strong protests were lodged by the 
employees of ENBI. 

That Shri H.L. Verma, who has close and proximate 
links with the Disciplinary Authority and the Appellate 
Authority, was intentionally and purposefully posted as 
Senior Manager at B.O. Fathepuri, Delhi on 6-9-93 with 
specific instructions to chargesheet one employee of ENBI 
in each and every cadre and spread the reign of terror to 
suppress and crush the protests lodged by the employees 
of ENBI against the vindictive, discriminatory and 
oppressive policies of the Punjab National Bank. 

That Shri Narian Singh, Armed Guard had been made 
the scapegoat buy building up a malicious case of Gross 
Misconduct against him for alleged scuffling on 12-10- 
1993 with the said Senior Manager. 

That by a chargesheet dated 13-10-1993, it was 
alleged that Shri Narain Singh remained absent 
unauthorisedly, held the duplicate set of keys of the branch 
premises unauthorisedly, indulged in manhandling with 
the Senior Manager and created indiscipline prejudicial to 
the interest of the Bank. 

That the charges levelled against Shri Narain Singh 
were totally false, illconceived and framed against him with 
malafide intention/ulterior motive in a conspiracy hatched 
by the management of the Bank to sack him from the service 
of the Bank. 

That Shri Narian Singh has always performed his 
duties honestly, diligently, faithfully, all along his service 
career and always maintained high office decorum, give 
due respects to superiors by obeying them. This fact is 
fortified that although his working hours were from (9.30 
A.M. to. 5.30 P.M.. even though he was working late for 
closing the Branch Premised with no extra benefits under 
the instructions of Senior Manager. 

That on 9-10-1993, in the aftemnon, Shri Narain Singh 
was feeling Sick and after obtaining verbal permission from 
Senior Manager, he left for home and simultaneously handed 
over the duplicate set of keys to the Senior Manager. 

That due to continued illness, Shri Narian Singh was 
taken to Shaili Nursing Home and U/S Centre, Near Bus 
Stand Rohtak Road, Jhajjar (Haryana) for his treatment and 
remained under treatment from 11-10-93 to 15-10-93 (both 
days inclusive) at the above Nursing Home. The Doctor 
attending Shri Narian Singh declared him fit to resume from 
16-10-93. 





[ *TPT II—3(ii)] 


*TRcT ^FT TRPM : PudMi 23, 2006/3Tlf^R 1, 1928 


8289 


That on 16-10-93, after availing Sick/Medical Leave 
for the said period when Shri Narian Singh reported for 
duties to B.O., he was refused to join his duties by the 
Senior Manager saying that he had been placed under 
suspension w.e.f 12-10-93 on the alleged chargeof scuffing 
with him in the morning of 12-10-93. 

That the chargesheet dated 13-10-1993 was issued 
to Shri Narian Singh by the Senior Manager who himself 
was the complainant and the only witness to the alleged 
charge of scuffling as against the Regional Manager 
notified by the Bank vide P/d Circular No. 1012dated 13-4- 
1987, delegating powers to various functionries of the Bank 
to hold enquiries, take disciplinary actions and pass original 
orders and hear and dispose of the appeals in respect of its 
different offices. 

It is the cardinal principle that No delegation of power 
is possible by a delegatee. It is also stated that under the 
provisions of Bipartite Settlements, the power of 
disciplinary authority including the power of discipline 
authority including the power to issue chargesheet and 
place the employee under suspension, cannot be delegated. 
Reference may be made to clause 3(b) as incroprated to 
Bipartite Settlement dated 31.10.79 to Para 19.14 of the First 
Bipartite Settlement which reads as under:— 

'The Chief Executive Officer or the Principal Officer 
in India of a Bank or an alternate officer at Head Office or 
Principal Officer nominated by him for the purpose, shall 
decide which officer shall be empowered establishment. It 
is clarified that the Disciplinary Authority may conduct 
the enquiry himself or appoint another officer as the Enquiry 
Officer of the purpose of conducting an enquiry. 

Under this Clause, the only power that can be 
delegated by the Disciplinary Authority is the holding of 
enquiry and all other powers pertaining to disciplinary 
actions viz. issuance of chargesheet upto the final order 
on punishment in the light of findings of enquiry 
proceedings has to be undertaken by the Disciplinary 
Authority himself alone. The reason is obvious. A very 
delicate duty has been cast upon the Disciplinary Authority 
himself alone. The reason is obvious. A very delicated 
duty has been cast upon the Disciplinary Authority which 
entails consideration of the fact-finding report with materials 
on record to determine prima-facia a case against the 
deliquent employee before initiating administrative or 
disciplinary action in respect of misdemnour reported. 

That it is stated that the suspension order dated 
12-10-1993 and the charge sheet dated 13-10-1993 havenot 
been issued by proper and competent authority for the 
reasons : 

“Suspension was issued by the Sr. Manager who is 

not the D.A.” 

“Charge sheet was issued by the Sr. Manager who is 

not the D.A.” 


That the management of the bank hatched a 
conspiracy to sack Shri Narain Singh from the services of 
the bank on false and frivolous allegations. On 11-10-1993, 
the Police Patrol during usual visit to the B.O. for security 
checking, recorded in the bank's diary as follows 

“Checked the bank at 10.40 am the Guard was not 

found present on duty and talked to the Manager. 

The Manager said that the Guard is on C.L.” 

On 11-10-1993 “Checked the bank as on 10.40 a.m. 
The Guard found not present on duty and talked to the 
Manager, Manager said that the Guard is on C.L. and 
chowkidar found present on duty without dress and briefed 
properly. 

On 12-10-1993, the Police Patrol during visit, recorded 
the following remarks in the bank’diary. 

“Checked the bank at 10.35 a. m. The Guard not found 

present on duty. On inquiry the Manager told that 

he is on leave.” 

Sd/ 

Mahesh Chand 

Again, on the very same day in the afternoon. Police 
Patrol visited the bank at 1.10. p.m. and found the Gruard 
absent. The Manager has told that the Guard has been 
suspended today and another Guard will be arranged 
tomorrow. 

The chain of the above facts do not establish any 
nexus with the alleged scuffling with the Sr. Manager by 
Shri Narain Singh since the Police Patrol which visited the 
bank on 12-10-1993 at 10.35 a.m. had confirmed in writing 
on bank’s diary that the Guard not found present on duty 
which is further substantiated by the fact that he remained 
under medical treatment from 11-10-1993 to 15-10-1993 at 
Shaili Nurshing Home and VIS Centre with medical 
certificate from the Doctor attending his during the period. 

Shri Narain Singh submitted his Medical Certificate 
issued by the attending Doctor for availing sick/medical 
leave as admissible to him under his service conditions 
coupled with the fact that the statement by the Manager to 
the Police Patrol on 11-10-1993 and 12.10.1993 that the Guard 
is on C. L. and leave. Thus it cannot be alleged that Shri 
Narain Singh remained absent unauthorisedly. 

That the allegation that Shri Narain Singh was holding 
the duplicate set of keys of the branch premises 
unauthorisedly is wrong and misconceived. In fact, the 
duplicate set of keys were handed over to the incumbent 
incharge on 9-10-1993 itself and the same were with the 
branch office. The above fact has also been confirmed by 
the disciplinary authority in his order dated 24-8-1994. As 
such how Shri Narain Singh can be charged with that he 
was holding the duplicate keys of the branch premises 
unauthorised in the charge sheet dated 13-10-1993 framed 
and issued by Sr. Manager who himself is the complaihant 
in the case. It very clearly establishes the biased and 
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prejudicial attitude of the Sr. Manager against him. The 
whole idea of placing Shri Narain Singh under suspension 
w.e.f. 12-10-1993 and issuing charge sheet dated 
13-10-1993 is a cooked up story of the Sr. Manager to 
implicate him maliciously on false and frivolous 
allegations. 

That in pursuance of the charge sheet dated 
13-10-1993 a mock departmental inquiry was held/conducted 
without complying with basic requirements of the principles 
of natural justice as laid down by the Hon'ble Supreme 
Court of India in the case of SUR ENAMEL AND 
STAMPING WORKS LTD. VS. THEIR WORKMEN (1963) 
II LLJ 367. The inquiry officer in the course of inquiry 
proceedings committed serious infirmities which is fatal to 
inquiry proceedings. 

— not acted judicially and impartially and had 
bias and prejudice attitude not applied his mind 
while evaluating/appreciating the evidence 
adjudge its worth. 

— he proved the charges on the basis of 
assumption and surmises. 

— he admistered in justice for not admitting 
medical certificate, produced by Shri Narain 
Singh as his defence document. 

— he accommodated the failure on the part of Sr. 
Manager of the bank to produce main eye 
witness of the alleged incident of scuffling 
purported to have taken place on 12-10-1993. 

— he did not admit bank's diary containing the 
remarks recorded by Police Patrol during visits 
to the bank and the averments of the Manager 
declaring Shri Narain Singh on leave on 
11-10-1993 and 12-10-1993. 

— he admitted “Defective” Medical Certificate 
produced by Sr. Manager without verification 
by the doctor. 

The conclusion of the Inquiry Officer was 
incorrect and stands vitiated for the following reasons:— 

— he did not apply his minds while evaluating 
the evidence adjudge its worth; 

— he concluded the inquiry summarily as charges 
proved on the assumption and surmises; 

— he admitted the medical certificate of the Sr. 
Manager (the complainant) for proving the 
charge deliberately despite his declaration 
thereof as “Defective” for want of the signature 
of Sr. Manager and its verification by the 
Doctor treating him and issuing the same in 
the course of inquiry proceedings; 

— he did not give any justification for not 
admitting the medical certificate of Shri Narain 
Singh as his defence document. 


— he did not consider the submissions of Shri 
Narain Singh for deliberate failure on the part 
of the Presenting Officer to produce the 
management witness (Shri Prem Singh 
Canteenwala) who is purported to have 
witness the scuffle on the 12-10-1993. 

— he did not take into consideration the physique 
of Shri Narain Singh while relying on the 
statement of Sr. Manager. • 

That the disciplinary authority on receipt of the 
inquiry report from the Inquiry Officer considered the 
findings of the inquiry officer at his level and issued show 
cause to Shri Narain Singh proposing therein the 
punishment of dismissal from the services of the bank 
without supplying the copy for the inquiry proceedings to 
him and denied to him an opportunity to represent his 
submissions/contentions on materials facts left over and/ 
or not considered/incorporated by the inquiry officer. The 
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in the leading case of 
Managing Director, ECIL, Hyderabad and Others Vs. B.K. 
Karunakar (1993) 4 SCC 727. has emphasised the necessity 
to supply the copy of the inquiry proceedings to the 
delinquent employee prior to consideration thereof by the 
disciplinary authority. 

That after considering the Enquiry Report at his 
level and proposing the punishment, the Disciplinary 
Authority supplied the copy of the enquiry proceedings 
to Shri Narain Singh. 

That Shri Nairan Singh replied the above show cause 
notice on 16-8-93, pleading himself that innocent with report 
absolved from all false and frivilous charges levelled against 
him. 

That the Disciplinary Authority ordered the illegal 
dismissal of Shri Narain Singh from the services of the 
Bank without notice, in the absence of reasoned speaking 
orders and also without any justification for rejecting orders 
and also without any justification for rejecting the 
contentions/submissions raised/made against his illegal 
dismissal. The disciplinary Authority also committed the 
following serious infirmities: 

— He did not supply the copy of the Enquiry 
Report to Shri Narain Singh prior to proposing 
the punishment in utter violation of the 
guidelines laid down by the Hon 'ble Supreme 
Court of India in the case of Managing Director, 
ECIL, Hyderabad Vs. B.K. Karunakar thereby 
denying the deliquent employee an 
opportunity to represent his submissions on 
material facts not considered/incorporated by 
the Enquiry Officer. 

— He did not pass reasoned/speaking orders or 
justify reasons for rejecting submissions/ 
contentions made/raised by Shri Narain Singh 
vide his letter dated 16-8-94. 
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That Shri Narain Singh exercised his right of appeal 
on 12-9-94 to the Applettate Authority against the illegal 
dismissal order passed by the Disciplinary Authority on 
24-8-94. . 

That* the Appellate Authority also rejected the said 
appeal on 3-12-94 without passing speaking orders. 
Although all the contentions/submissions against the 
illegal dismissal were duly incorporated in his appeal and 
the same were within the knowledge of the Appellate 
Authority, he was firm to sack Shri Narian Singh. 

That the Enquiry Officer, Disciplinary Authority and 
the Appellate Authority, all of them rejected the 
contentions/submissions raised/made through 
representation in writing without passing rasoned/speaking 
orders. Th£y were biased, prejudiced and did not give weigh 
to the past meritorious and unblemished Military record 
and subsequent excellent service record of ENBI which 
establishes the malafide and ulterior design on their part to 
sack Shri Narain Singh from the services of the Bank. 

That one the indirect requirement of the principles of 
natural justice is proportionate punishment i.e. punishment 
must comensurate with the gravity of the misconduct. 

From the simple reading of the chargesheet dated 
13-10-93, which would ex-facie show that the charges are 
frivilous and concocted as there is not a single witness 
adduced for evidence by the Senior Manager in support of 
his false allegations, although he confirmed that there was 
an eye witness to the incident alleged he have taken place 
on 12-10-93. 

That aggrieved with the illegal dismissal by the Bank 
Shri Narain Singh moved to the Hon’ble High Court of 
Delhi by way of Writ Petition No. 922/1995, challenging his 
illegal dismissal from the services of the Bank ordered by 
the Disciplinary Authority on 24-8-94 and confirmed by 
the Appellate Authority on 3-12-94. The said Writ Petition 
which came up for-hearing on 14-9-95, was admitted and 
the following orders were passed. 

‘List the petition for disposal in the category of the 
‘Regular’. Counter-Affidavit be filed by 'he respondents 
within four weeks with advance copy to the counsel for 
the petitioner who may file rejoinder within two weeks 
thereafter. 

That in the Counter-Affidavit, while raising 
preliminary objections, the Bank Respondents stated that 
the petitioner whc may file rejoinder within two weeks 
thereafter. 

That in the Counter-Affidavit, while raising 
preliminary objections, the Bank Respondents stated that 
the present writ petition is not maintainable for the reason 
that the petitioner is admittedly a workman as defined under 
the provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. It was 
also stated that it has been held by the Supreme Court of 
India in various cases that the remedy provided under the 


provisions of the industrial Disputes Act, 1947 is more 
efficacous and since the alternate remedy is available to 
the Petitioner under the said Act. The Writ Petition is not 
maintainable and is ought to be dismissed on this ground. 

On 27-10-97, the Petitioner filed an application for 
early hearing of the matter in Civil Writ Petition. While 
rejecting the application for early hearing and Counsel 
Withdrawal of the Writ Petition the following order were 
passed by the Hon’ble Court of Delhi on 10-11-97. 

■ “Dismissed as withdrawn with the liberty to raise the 
industrial dispute before the learned labour court.” 

In view of the facts and circumstances stated 
hereinabvoe, it is submitted that it is a cut and out case of 
illegal and vindictive dismissal with an idea of creating 
region of terror to suppress and crush the legitimate and 
genuine protests lodged against the oppressive Bank by 
the employees of ENBI. Shri Narain Singh, armed Guard 
was the first target in Class IV Cadre. It is humbly stated as 
under:— 

That the enquiry was a sham-show : 

That fair and reasonable opportunity was openly 
denied to Shri Narain Singh to defend himself: 

That Shri Narain Singh was denied to-cross examine 
the management witness. 

That the Medical Certificate submitted by Shri Narain 
Singh in support of is sickness from 11-10-93 to 15-10-93 
was rejected by the Enquiry Officer: 

That the Enquiry Officer was biased and vindictive 
authority right from the very beginning and he was only an 
instrument to hold the enquiry because he was acting under 
the dictates of somebody behind the curtain. 

That the Disciplinary Authority was also biased and 
findictive authority because he did not give due weight- 
age to the meritorious and unblemished service record of 
both Military and Bank service while deciding upon the 
punishment of dismissal from the services of the Bank- 
Public hanging. 

That the charge-sheet dated 13-10-93 was not issued 
by proper and competent authority as notified by the Bank 
vide ID circular No. 1012 dated 13-4-1987 in terms of the 
provisions of Bipartite settlement. 

It is therefore, repectfully and humbly prayed that 
this Hon’ble Court be pleased to 

Re-instate Shri Narain Singh immediately with 
retrospective effect with full back wages and continuity of. 
service. 

Pass such other further orders as this Hon’ble Court 
may deem fit and proper in the facts and circumstances of 
the case. 


2807 G I/O 6—29 
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The management has filed written statement. In the 
written statement it has been stated that service conditions 
of bank employee are governed by various awards/ 
settlements. Chapter 19 of the BPS provides for disciplinary 
action and procedure therefore. Disciplinary action against 
Shri Narain Singh was taken by the bank in accordance 
with the provisions of said chapter and during the inquiry 
he was provided with all reasonable opportunities to defend 
his case in keeping with the principles of natural justice. 
Finding that the charges levelled against him as proved, he 
was imposed with the punishment of dismissal. Bank has 
taken disciplinary action against Shri Narain Singh in 
accordance w ith the provisions of BPS. Hence, no prejudice 
can be said to have been caused to the workman. 

Shri Narain Singh was working as guard at BO: 
Fatehpuri, Erstwhile NBI Branch which was merged with 
BO: Chandni Chowk. Consequent upon the merger of the 
NBI with PNB on4-9-93 specifically Shri Narain Singh was 
served with the charge sheet dated 13-10-1993 for indulging 
in indecent, rude and violent act., in the branch premises. 
We scuffled with the Sr. Manager which an act of 
indiscipline prejudicial to the bank's interest. Besides this, 
other charges were also levied on him. 

Vide office order No. 4/93 dated 18-9-1993 and office 
order No. 12/93 dated 1-10-1993 he was given one set of 
keys of the branch and he was asked upon to open the 
branch premised at 9.00 A.M. so as to given ample time for 
the branch to be cleaned and ready for customer service. 
Shri Singh duly noted the above office order but was coming 
late to the office and efforts made to orally persuade him to 
be more punctual in view of the crucial need to get the 
branch cleaned and ready before business hours was not 
adhered to. 

On 11 -10-1993 he remained abseni unauthorisedly and 
without information, as result of which the branch could not 
be opened which again acted to the prejudice of bank’s 
interest. On 12-10-1993 he reached the office at 9.20 A.M. 
Against his duty hours w'hich began at 9.00 A.M. and the 
branch had to be opened by the incumbent incharge Shri 
H.L. Verm a who had another set of keys. He was thereafter 
called by Shri Verma to the cabin and it W'as inquired from 
him the reasons for his remaining absent on the previous 
dayi.e. 11-10-1993 and also for coming late on 12-10-1993. 

In response to his querry, Shri Narain Singh replied 
that he comes to office by train and whenever the train 
comes late he will reach the branch accordingly. To this, 
Shri H.L. Verma advised Shri Narain Singh to make 
arrangements for his stay in Delhi. On hearing the advise 
of Shri Verma, Shri Narain Singh angrily spoke as under: 

"Aap ke bap ka raj hai jo main Delhi main rahunga, 

aap gaand kajor laga la in, jab chahungy tabauanga.” 

He then rushed towards Shri Verma and pushed him 
on the ground and scuffled in such a manner that Shri 
Verma was physically hurt. A canteen W'orker by the name 
of Shri Prem Singh had to remove Shri Narain Singh from 


Shri Verma and took him outside the bank’s promises With 
the help of 2 outsiders. Shri Narain Singh thereafter left the 
bank’s premises without handing over the keys to the 
incumbent Shri H.L. Verma and for security reasons the 
locks of the gate of the branch had to be dumgfti 

Thus charge sheet dated 13- KM 993 followed in 
which charges of gross misconduct under para 19.5 
(c, d, e & j) were levied along with the charges under para 
19.7 (a & b) pertaining to minor misconduct, The above 
charge sheet was issued in terms of the Industry level BPS 
applicable to him with the approval of the competent 
authority. Shri Narain Singh did not submit reply to the 
charge sheet although another opportunity was given vide 
letter 23-10-1993, the competent authority then thought it 
expedient to constitute a departmental inquiry into charges 
levelled against Shri Narain Singh vide its order dated 
17-11 -1993. Shri N arain Singh along with D.R, participated 
in the departmental proceedings from 28-12-93 to 
15-3-1994. Therefore, full opportunity to defend himself 
was given through departmental inquiry in Cohsonence 
with the principles of natural justice. The following charges 
were held proved by the Inquiry Officer. 

a. That Shri Narain Singh had indulged ih 
indecent, rude and violent act in the bank’s 

premises. 

b. That he scuffled with the Sr, Manager which 
was an act of indiscipline and prejudicial to 
the bank’s interest. 

c. That he had been keeping the keys of the bank 
with himselfunauthorisedly. 

d. It was also party proved that he remained 
absent from bank’s duties unauthorisedly. 

Shri Narain Singh was found guilty of gross 
misconduct and as per the provisions of the Industrial 
Dispute Act and Industry Level BPS, show-cause notice 
along with the copy of inquiry report was issued to Shri 
Narain Singh on 14-5-1994 proposing the punishment of 
dismissal from the bank’s services without notice giving 
him 7 days time to reply to the same. Personal hearing was 
also scheduled for 30-5- ] 994 and he did not appear on the 
same and the personal hearing was again fixed for 16-8-94 
to afford another opportunity to him. However, he chose 
to appear before the disciplinary authority on 16-8-94 along 
with his DR. The disciplinary authority confirmed the 
punishment of dismissal from bank’s services without notice 
vide its order dated 24-8-94 after considering his pleas put 
forth during the personal hearing. He filed an appeal with 
the appellate authority who dismissed the same by a 
speaking order. 

That in view of the above it is submitted that the 
action has been taken against Shri Narain Singh in 
accordance with the provisions ofthe BPS and the same is 
perfectly legal and valid. 
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That Shri N«rain Singh joined the services of 
erstwhile New Bank of India being an ex-serviceman. Rest 
of the contents are wrong and denied and even otherwise 
they are not relevant. 

The contents of para 3 are true that the erstwhi le NBI 
was amalgamated with the Punjab National Bank. The date 
of amalgamation la 4*9*93 and not 4-6-93. 

That the contents of para 4 are denied. It is not true 
that the management of Punjab National Bank adopted the 
policy of step motherly treatment with the employees of 
New Bank of India or formulated discriminatory and 
vindictive transfer policy.Thtemployees were transferred 
as per the requirement of the bank. The seniority of the 
employees of ENBI was reduced to half by a notification 
by the Government issued on 8-12-1993 and the same stands 
upheld by the Hon’bie Supreme Court vide its judgment 
dated 13^3=96. It is not true that false and frivilous 
allegations were served on employees of ENBI with the 
objective of victimising them. 

It is not true that a case has been built up malaciously 
against Shri Narain Singh, Armed Guard. The brief facts of 
the case have already been mentioned above clearly stating 
the reasons for issuing charge sheet to Shri Narain Singh. 

It is correct that charge sheet dated 13-10-93 was 
issued to Shri Narain Singh charging him for indecent and 
violent act in the bank premises, on account of scuffling 
with Sr. Manager which is an act of indiscipline, for not 
obeying the orders of senior officers, for remaining absent 
from the bank unauthorisedly and for keeping the keys of 
the branch with him unauthorisedly. 

That the charge sheet was issued to Shri Narain Singh 
for omissions/commissions on his part and there was no 
ulterior motive on the part of the management. 

This para is not admitted as he did not obey the 
orders of the Sr, Manager for reaching the branch in time, 
rather he manhandled the Sr. Manager and also uttered 
abusive language to him. It is wrong and denied that Shri 
Narain Singh left the branch premises on 9-10-93 since he 
was feeling sick after obtaining verbal permission from the 
incumbent incharge of the branch. In fact he left the branch 
premises without taking permission from the Branch 
Manager and also without marking of his evening 
attendance. 

That the contents of para 12 & 13 as stated are wrong 
and denied. It is denied that Shri Narain Singh was ill or 
was under treatment as alleged or otherwise. It is further 
submitted that since Shri Narain Singh was already placed 
under suspension for his acts of insubordination on 
12-10-93 there was no question of allowing him to join his 
duties on 16-10*93. 

The charge sheet dated 13-10-93 was issued by the 
Sr. Manager who was competent to do so in terms of circular 
No. 10l2dated 13-4-87. 
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In reply to para 15 it is stated that in terms of bank's 
circular No. 1012 dated 13-4-87, the incumbent incharge of 
each office has been empowered to issue and serve charge 
sheet on the defaulting workman and even to suspend 
them if considered necessary after obtaining prior approval 
from the disciplinary authority in terms of para 19.14 of the 
BPS dated 1-10-1966 as amended by settlement dated 
31-10-1979. In the instant case even if the suspension order 
and the charge sheet were issued by the Sr. Manager who 
is not the disciplinary authority yet he is competent 
authority in terms of the above circular of the bank. 

There was no conspiracy on part of the management 
to sack Shri Narain Singh from the service of the bank. The 
Test of the para as stated by the claimant is denied. As 
reported in the facts of the case Shri Narain Singh did noi 
report for duty on 11-10-93 and he reported on 12-10-93 at 
9.20 A.M. when the incident of manhandling took place 
and thereafter he left the branch premises without handing 
over the keys. The incident was too gross in nature and 
resulted in his suspension from the bank’s duties, as such, 
it is misconstrued that Shri Narain Singh was on leave on 
12-10-93. It is wrong and denied that Shri Narain Singh was 
not well and had to take treatment from Shally Nurshing 
Home, an Ultra Sound Centre, Jhajhar, Haryana from 11-10-93 
to 15-10-93 both days inclusive. It is just to cover his 
misdeeds of 12-10-93 in manhandling the Sr. Manager. BO: 
Fatehpuri, Delhi that he sent an application along with 
medical certificate through Regd. Post on 20-10-93 with :he 
ulterior motive. 

That the contents of this para are denied. Shri Narain 
Singh did not hand over the keys to the Sr. Manager as 
claimed by him. As already stated the allegations against 
Shri Narain Singh w-ere duly proved during the departmental 
inquiry. 

It is denied that a mock departmental inquiry was 
conducted. It is, however, affirmed that full opportunity 
was given to the defence as stated in the facts of the case 
and the procedure as laid down in the BPS w ; as followed, ll 
is further submitted that findings of the Inquiry Officer are 
based upon the material on the record. 

In reply to para 18 it may be stated that there has 
been no violation of the guidelines of Hon'ble Supreme 
Court of India. The inquiry report was sent along with 
show-cause notice when the management had not taken 
any final decision and had only proposed the punishment. 
Shri Narain Singh in fact did submit his representation on 
the conclusions drawn by the EO in his irq^b ; report at 
the time of personal hearing afforded to Shri Narain Singh 
by the disciplinary authority. As such, it is denied that 
copy of the inquiry report was not provided. In fact, full 
opportunity was given to .Shri Narain Singh to give his 
comments as to why the proposed ounishmeni he not 
confirmed upon him In any case it is submitted t-w no 
prejudice can be said to have been caused on this swt to 
Shri Narain Singh 
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The date of the show cause notice be read as 
14-5-94 and Shri Narain Singh appeared for personal 
hearing on 16-08-94 when he putforth his submissions 
before the disciplinary authority. 

The disciplinary authority passed final order dated 
24-8-94 after duly considering the inquiry report and the 
evidence putforth and also the submissions made by 
Shri Narain Singh and confirmed the punishment of 
contentions raised by the claimant in the para are not true 
and hence denied. 

It is true that Shri Narain Singh filed an appeal against 
order dated 24-8-94 of the disciplinary authority. 

Para 22 is denied. The appellate authority after duly 
considering the appeal and the totality of circumstances 
passed a speaking order while confirming the orders of the 
disciplinary authority. 

That the contents of this para are not admitted. The 
submissions made by Shri Narain Singh were duly 
considered by the disciplinary and appellate authority and 
they passed reasoned/speaking orders. There was no bias 
or malafide intentions on their part. The punishment is in 
proportion with the misconduct on part of Shri Narain Singh. 

It is denied that the charges are frivolous and 
concocted. The fact is that Shri Narain Singh manhandled 
the Sr. Manager BO: Fatehpuri on 12-10-93. Since the 
incident happened early in the morning at about 9.20 AM, 
none of the staff members were present and Shri Narain 
Singh took advantage of the situation and attacked the Sr. 
Manager. It may, however be stated that the person who 
was running the canteen at the branch promises, was not a 
member of staff, initially gave in writing that Shri Verma, 
the Sr. Manager was lying down and Shri Narain Singh was 
sitting over him and he called two people from outside the 
branch premises before the Inquiry Officer in the 
departmental inquiry held against Shri Narain Singh 
probably because of the fact that the subject had put 
pressure on him fnr not appearing as witness. It would not 
be out of place to mention that in the meanwhile the branch 
at Fatehpuri, Delhi was shut down and the services of 
Shri Prem Singh, Canteen Contractor were done away with. 

That in view- of the submissions made hereinbefore 
it is respectfully submitted, that the departmental action 
was taken against Shri Narain Singh in accordance with 
the provisions of the BPS and the punishment inflicted is 
commensurate with the gravity of the allegations 
established against Shri Singh in the duly conducted 
departmental inquiry. Accordingly it is respectfully prayed 
that the Hon'ble Tribunal may kindly be pleased to hold 
that the action of the management in dismissing Shri Singh 
from the services of the bank is legal and justified and 
further that Shri Narain Singh is not entitled to any relief 
whatsoever. Further it is submitted that it is the submission 
of the bank that the departmental inquiry has been 
conducted in accordance with the provisions of the BPS 


but in case for any reason whatsoever the Hon’ble Tribunal 
comes to the conclusion that the departmental inquiry 
conducted against Shri Narain Singh is not fair and proper, 
in that eventuality, bank would like to lead evidence before 
the Hon’ble Tribunal to establish the allegations against 
Shri Narain Singh as made in the charge sheet. 

The workman applicant has filed rejoinder. In his 
rejoinder he has reiterated the averments of his claim 
statement and has denied most of the paras of the written 
statement. The management has also denied most of the 
paras of the claim statement. 

Evidence of both the parties has been taken. 

Heard arguments from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
the New- Bank of India was amalgamated with the Punjab 
National Bank and the Punjab National Bank formulated 
discriminatory and vindictive transfer policy dated 
16-09-1993. The PNB served large scale charge sheets with 
false and frivolous allegations on the innocent employees 
of the ENBI with the sole object of terrorising and 
victimizing them. 

The workman applicant also fell victim of their 
vindictive policy and he was charge sheeted for the charges 
of manhandling Shri H.L. Verma and abusing him in his 
chamber on 12-10-1993 at9.20 AM. 

It was further submitted that Shri Narain Singh the 
workman was absent on that day. He was ill and getting his 
treatment. He was not present on that day. The Sr. Manager, 
Shri H.L. Verma had closed the personal links with the 
disciplinary authority and appellate authority. He was 
intentionally posted as Sr. Manager at Branch Office, 
Fatehpuri, Delhi on 06-09-1993 with specific instructions 
to charge sheet one employee of ENBI in each and every 
cadre and spread the reign of terror to suppress and crush. 
Protest were lodged by the employees of ENBI against the 
vindictive, discreminatory and operasive policy of the 
Punjab National Bank. 

It was further submitted that on 09-10-1993 in the 
afternoon Shri Narain Singh was feeling sick and after 
obtaining the verbal permission from Sr. Manager he left 
for home and simultaneously handedover the duplicate 
set of keys to the Manager. He remained under treatment 
from 11-10-1993 to 15-10-1993 (both dates inclusive) at the 
above Nursing Home. The Doctor attaining Shri Narain 
Singh declared him fit to resume his duties from 
16-10-1993. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that it has not been pointed out as to what other employees 
of ENBI has been charge sheeted by Shri H.L. Verma so 
there appears no merit in the contention that Shri H.L. Verma 
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was posted to charge sheet one employee of every cadre 
and to suppress and crush the protest lodged. 

It has not been pointed out in evidence as to who 
else employee was proceeded against on the complaint of 
Shri H.L. Verma so it cannot be held that the PNB wanted to 
create reign of terror and to suppress. 

It was submitted by the management that the 
workman Shri Narain Singh did not file any copy of 
certificate and application for leave from 11-10-1993 to 
15-10-1993 in the course of inquiry. In case he was on medical 
leave and he has sent the original application along with 
the medical certificate, he should have filed the photocopy 
of the medical certificate and application in the course of 
inquiry. 

It was further submitted that it has not been even 
suggested that the workman was on medical leave in inquiry. 
It has not been also suggested that the workman was absent 
on 12-10-1993 during the whole course of cross examination 
of the management witness Shri H.L. Verma on 12-10-1993. 

It was submitted that the workman has taken the 
case of being ill from 11-10-1993 to 15-10-1993 only in reply 
to show cause notice after the findings of the Inquiry 
Officer. The workman has not taken the specific case during 
the course of inquiry that he was on medical leave and he 
was absent on that day. The workman has not taken the 
plea that according to the bank diary he was on casual 
leaveon 10-10-1993,11-10-1993 and 12-10-1993, so the case 
of medical leave and the absence of the workman and the 
case of reporting in diary has been taken for the first time in 
reply to the show cause notice issued by the disciplinary 
authority. It may be that the bank’s diary was not within 
the reach of the workman and he would have come to know 
regarding, the reporting the bank’s diary later on but the 
plea that he was under treatment and he has sent medical 
certificate should have been taken during the inquiry 
proceedings. No question has been put to Shri H.L. Verma, 
that the workman absented on 12-10-1993 and he was on 
medical leave. It appears that this case has been taken in 
reply to show cause notice in order to show that the 
workman was absent on that day and so there was no 
question of manhandling and abusing the complainant 
Shri H.L. Verma. Not even photocopy of the medical 
certificate of the workman has been submitted in the court. 
It was submitted from the side of the workman that the 
case of the workman is that he was feeling sick and after 
obtaining verbal permission he left for home and 
simultaneously handedover the duplicate set of keys to 
the Sr. Manager. This is the case of the workman in the 
claim statement. But no question to the complainant has 
been put regarding this fact during the course of inquiry. 
This establishes the fact that the workman’s case of leaving 
the bank on 9-10-1993 after verbal permission is false and 
concocted one and it has been taken to establish his 
absence. 


It was further submitted from the side of the workman 
that in the bank’s diary it has been mentioned that the 
Guard was not present on duty and the Manager told him 
that he was on casual leave. 

It was further submitted that the Police Patrol visited 
the bank on 12-10-1993 at 10.35 AM and the workman was 
not found present on duty and it was told by the Manager 
that he was on leave. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that reporting is done by the-person sitting outside whereas 
the complainant Shri H.L. Verma always remains inside. 
However, the photocopy of the diary has not been filed 
with the record and no question was put to Shri H.L. Verma 
during his course of inquiry regarding the Bank Diary. The 
crux of the question is whether the workman was present 
on 12-10-1993 or not. The workman has been examined in 
this court on 02-03-2006. He has stated in his cross 
examination “I did not come on 09-10-1993. I was not 
present on 09-10-1993,10-10-1993 and 11-10-1993.1 was on 
medical leave. I fell ill while 1 was on duty on 05-10-1993.1 
informed the Sr. Manager and went away. I left the bank 
premises at 2 O’Clock on 05-10-1993 after informing the Sr. 
Branch Manager regading my* illness. I did not give any 
application regarding my illness. I sent medical certificate 
for the period 5 to 10th October on 11-10-1993. I do not 
know Shri H.L. Verma, R.K.Gupta was the Sr. Manager of 
the branch. There was no scuffle on 12-10-1993 and i was 
told that I have been suspended from the bank so I went 
away.” 

From these admission of the workman it appears that 
he was on medical leave from 05-10-1993 to 11 -10-1993 but 
the case of the claimant is that he left the bank on 
09-10-1993 and he remained under treatement from 
11-10-1993. to 15-10-1993. Since the workman was noton 
medical leave so in his evidence he has stated that he was 
on medical leave from 05-10-1993 to 11-10-J 993. His claim 
case is that he left the bank on 09-10-1993 but in evidence 
he has said that he left the bank on 05-10-1993. These two 
contradictory statements in the claim and in corss 
examination adverted to above establish the fact that he is 
telling lies. He has not supported the claim of his case in 
his evidence. 

It becomes quite obvious from the evidence of the 
workman in the court that he sent med ical certificate for the 
period 05-10-1993 to 11 -10-1993. This question in the inquiry 
which took place after a month has not been asked from 
Shri H.L. Verma, the complainant. It becomes obvious also 
that the workman went to the bank on 12-10-1993 and he 
was told that he had been suspended from the bank so he 
went away. This statement of the witness establishes 
beyond any doubt that he went to the bank on 12-10-1993. 
He was present in the bank on 12-10-1993 but he was not 
suspended on 12-10-1993- This evidence of the workman 
is absolutely false. The workman has admitted that he went 
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to the bank on 12-10-1993 so there is no merit in the 
argument of the counsel of the workman that he was absent 
on 12-10-1993. The workman according to his own 
statement in the court went to the bank on 12-10-1993 so 
he was present in the bank when the incident took place. 

It was further submitted that from perusal of the 
inquiry report it appears that the burdent has been thrown 
on the workman to prove the fact that he did not assault 
the Sr. Manager and use abusive language. 

Shri H.L. Verma is a Sr. Manager. He holds officers 
post. No such person would involve a workman regarding 
his own manhandling falsely. In case he had intention to 
falsely implicate and to involve the workman in such type 
of incident he should have concotted some other 
misconduct. It is quite natural that an Officer will not 
complain of assault and using abusive language to him in 
case it has not so happened. It has been held by the Hon'ble 
Apex Court in a number of cases that sole testimonies 
sufficient for holding the charge proved in a domestic 
inquiry. In this domestic inquiry there is only one witness 
and he is the victim of assault and he has made a complaint. 
The workman was present on 12-10-1993. It was but natural 
for the Sr. Manager to inquire from him as to why he was on 
leave without prior approval. The complaint Shri H.L. Verma 
inquired from him and at that time the workman abused and 
assaulted him. The workman has also stated that he was 
on leave on 09-10-1993 and he has not moved any 
application for leave. He was permitted to go on verbal 
request. 

It was further submitted that Shri H.L. Verma initiated 
proceedings. He served charge-sheet and he was himself 
the witness. He has discharged the duties of initiation of 
disciplinary proceedings. He was himself the victim so 
disciplinary proceedings should have been initiated by 
any other authority. 

It has been held in 1996 SC Director General, ESI Vs. 
T. Abdul Razak that the legal position is well settled that it 
is not necessary that authority competent to impose the 
penalty must initiate disciplinary proceedings and that 
proceeding can be initiated by any superior authority who 
can be held to be the controlling authority who may be an 
officer subordinate to the appointing authority. 

In view of the judgment of this Hon’ble Apex Court 
Shri H.L. Verma can initiate proceedings as he is an officer. 
He is a Sr. Officer and he is an Officer subordinate to the 
appointing authority. This contention is not sustainable. 

It was further submitted that the documents were 
not supplied to the workman prior to initiation of the inquiry. 
He has been served charge-sheet. There was no document 
except the complaint of Shri H.L. Verma and that complaint 
has been sent to him. So no prejudice has been caused for 
non-supply of documents. 

The workman has been supplied a copy of the 
inquiry proceedings as it has not been stated in the personal 


hearing before the appellate authority that he was not 
supplied a copy of inquiry proceedings so 1993 (4) SCC 
727 is not applicable in the facts and circumstances of the 
present case. 

It is found proved that the workman was present on 
12-10-1993 and he was absent on 11-10-1993, so it was but 
natural for the Sr. Manager to summon him in his office and 
to inquire from him regadinghis absence on 11-10-1993. 
The workman got furiated and he assaulted Shri H.L. Verma 
the Sr. Manager and he used abusive language. The 
workman has absolutely failed to prove his claim statement. 
His claim statement is rather dis-proved. 

It was further submitted that the punishment imposed 
on the workman is excessive and it is not appropriate to the 
guilt proved against the workman. It has been held in a 
number of cases by the Hon'ble Apex Court that dismissal 
is the only appropriate punishment when abusive language 
is used to a Sr. Officer by an employee. In this case the 
workman has not only used abusive language but he has 
assaulted a Sr. Officer and he felt flat on the ground and 
two persons separated the both. 

It was further submitted that Shri Prem Pal Singh was 
named as witness. Shri Prem Pal Singh was not available 
and the Inquiry Officer postponed the hearing on different 
dates. Adjournment was sought by the Presenting Officer 
but he held that evidence of Shri Prem Pal Singh was not 
necessary. 

It was further submitted that the workman wanted to 
produce witness in defence but he was not permitted to by 
the Inquiry Officer. The Inquiry Officer held that the 
witnesses to produced are regarding the previous conduct 
of the workman. There was no charge on his previous 
conduct so the witness regarding previous conduct were 
not relevant to him and they are not relevant in any ease as 
there is no charge on that count. 

From the above discussions it is held that the inquiry 
is fair and the principles of natural justice have been 
followed and there is no defect in the inquiry. The workman 
is not entitled to get any relief as prayed for. 

The reference is replied thus:— 

The dismissal of Shri Narain Singh, Armed Guard in 
the Branch Office of Punjab National Bank at Fatehpur, 
Delhi is justified in the facts of the case. The workman 
applicant is not entitled to get any relief as prayed for. 

Award is given accordingly. 

Date: 28-08-2006. R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 


31 3FFRT, 2006 

W.3JT. 3831--3Mf^f^33f^frm, 1947 (1947 
14) m 17 ^ 373^1 fr, RRR 

fRVFT ^ ^ affr ar# r>4^kT ^ 
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4)^, fc|c(ft^ ■H<.=hK 3?)WlfW 

3?fw/?w ’^ttrrpt, h.- ii, ^ w (^f wit 

594/2005) ^ ychif^RI t, ^ 

31-8-2006 rtirtri pn *iti 

[R. RcT-40012/308/2000-3TTI RTC^st^)] 

^5 fR?, ter sifeKt 

New Delhi, the 31 st August, 2006 

S.O. 3831. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref, No. 594/2005) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No.-II, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers on relation to 
the management of Department of Telecom and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 31-8-2006. 

[No. L-40012/308/2000-IR (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR, COURT-n, CHANDIGARH 

Presiding Officer: SHR] KULDIP SINGH 
Case No. I.D. No.594/2!t5 

Registered on 23-8-2005 
Date of Decision 12-6-2006. 

Shakti Kumar S/o Sh. Dharam Singh, Sharma Studio Vi! 1. 
Raipur Khurd, Chandigarh-160001. 

...Petitioner 

Versus 

Ministry of Communication, D/o Telecom, Sanchar 
Bhawan, New Delhi-110001 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCE 

For the Workman : N. K Jeet 

For the Management : Mr. G. C. Babbar, 

Advocate. 

AWARD 

The workman continues to be absent. Management 
appears through Counsel. Since the workman was absent 
continuously, therefore, it was directed, on the last date of 
hearing, that as fresh notice be issued to the workman 
under registered cover. The notice to the workman was 
sent under registered cover, postal receipt No. 8503 dated 
10th April, 2006. The notice has not been received back 
even after the expiry of two months when it was issued. 
There is presumption that the notice, which was sent on 
10th April 2006, was served upon the workman, on his 
residential address, as given in the reference, and in the 
letter of authority, placed on record. From this the court is 


satisfied that the notice was served upon the workman but 
he has chosen not to appear in the case. 

On record there is claim Petition, reply of 
Management thereto, the rejoinder filed by the workman, 
affidavit of Shri S.L. Gupta, a witness of the Management. 
The workman has, however, not filed his affidavit nor he 
has come in the witness box to prove his pleadings. Thus, 
the Claim of the workman that he was appointed as 
Assistant Line Man on 1st Jan., 1995, by Shri Manocha 
and he served them upto 27th Feb., 1999, on which day the 
services of the workman were terminated by the 
Management, without following the provisions of Industrial 
Disputes, Act. The Management in their reply has 
categorically denied this fact. They have also taken a 
number of Preliminary objections to oppose the claim of 
the workman. 

The basic question to be replied in this reference is 
whether the Management had terminated the services of 
the workman, without any justification and illegally on 
27th Feb., 1999. As stated above, the workman has not 
supported his pleadings by any evidence. He has not come 
in the witness box to support his Claim Petition. Even his 
own affidavit to primfacia support his claim is not on record. 
Now he has chosen not to appear in the case even despite 
notices. The workman has, therefore, failed to prove that 
the management appointed him had terminated his services 
illegally and without justification on 27th Feb., 1999. He is, 
therefore, entitled to no relief. The reference is answered. 
Let a copy of this award be sent to appropriate govt, for 
necessary action and the file be consigned to records after 
due completion. 

KULDIP SINGH, Presiding Officer 
31 3FTRT, 2006 

^T.3IT. 3832.—sfteftfoiT felTR RfafRRR, 1947 (1947 
i4) tmr 17 ^ 3T3*rcor r, rrfr rt rrh 
fRRFT RRRcTR ^ RR^ fHilW!' 3TR RRRT ^FTR R7 
r aMfe faRF? r rrfr 3frsiiPi<*> 
3lf*resW?TR ^ITRTRfR R.-II, ^Sh<S cF .(*M RTsRT 
640/2005) ^ RRRfTTR RRRt t, R7 RT47R RTf 

31-8-2006 RfrRTRT^STT *TT! ■ 

[R. Ref-40012/332/99-RT? 3TH(^T 

fRt?, SffkRFTRt 
New Delhi, the 31 st August, 2006 

S.O. 3832. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 640/2005) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No.-II, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Department of Telecom and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 31 -8-2006. 

[No. L-40012/332/99-IR (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXERE 

CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR, COURT-H, CHANDIGARH 

Presiding Officer : Shri Kuldip Singh 
Case No. I. D. No. 640/2k5 

Registered on 15-2-2000/24-8-2005 
Date of Decision 5-6-2006. 

Basant Singh, C/o Sh. N. K. Jeet, President, Telecom 
Labour Union, Mohalla Hari Nagar, Lai Singh Basti Road, 
Bhatinda (Punjab). 

...Petitioner 

Versus 

Ministry of Communication, D/o Telecom, Sanchar 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCE 

For the Workman : N. K. Jeet 

For the Management : Mr. G. C. Babbar, 

• Advocate. 

AWARD 

The workman continues to be absent. Management 
appears through counsel. 

On the last date of hearing Mr. N. K. Jeet who had 
been appearing for the workman all along stated that he 
has no instructions to appear in this case. From the perusual 
of the record it appeared that the workman filed the 
statement of claim through Sh. N. K. Jeet. He appeared all 
along through Sh. N. K. Jeet, who claimed himself to be 
duly authorized to file the Claim Statement and prosecute 
the case. He undertook to provide the address of the 
workman but did not provide the same and stopped 
appearing in the case. He did not appear in the case on the 
last date of hearing and is also not present today. On record 
there is no address of the workman other than 
“C/o Sh. N. K. Jeet”, who, as stated earlier has stopped 
appearing in the case. The Court is at loss to serve the 
workman and to know his case. The workman himself has 
never appeared in the case. Thus it cannot be said whether 
workman with the name Basant Singh, was engaged by the 
Management and his services were terminated by them 
without following the provisions of law. 

The Management, in their reply to the Claim of the 
workman, has submitted that the workman was neither 
engaged by them nor his services were terminated by them. 
Taking the assistance of the judgments passed by the 
Supreme Court and High Courts of the country, the 
Management has claimed that the workman was neither 
recruited nor his services were terminated by the 
Management. He might have worked as contract labourer 
and in that capacity he did not earn right to be regularized 
in services. The Management has shown complete 
ignorance about the status of the workman and has denied 
categorically that he was ever engaged by the Management. 


In the circumstances when the workman has not come 
forward to support his claim and when the relationship 
claimed by the workman has been categorically denied by 
the Management, in their Written Statement duly supported 
by the Affidavit of their witness Sh. Rajinder Singh Sethi, 
D.E.P (Legal), it cannot be said that the workman was 
engaged by the Management from 01 -02-1998 on a salary 
of Rs. 2138/- p.m and his services were terminated on 1st 
March, 1999 without following the provisions of law. Thus 
it cannot be said that the Management passed an illegal 
and unjustified order terminating the services of Basant 
Singh, the workman. For this reason the workman is not 
entitled to any relief. The reference, is therefore, answered 
in these terms. Let a copy of this award be sent to the 
appropriate Govt, for necessary action and file be consigned 
to records after due completion. 

KULDIP SINGH, Presiding Officer 

31 2006 

^JT.3TT. 3833.—itWlfTfc sifaftzpT, 1947 ( 1947 

14) *ITCT 17 H 

frqn ^ writ ^ w fH4Wi' sfk ^ 

^TTiiirFI R.-II, ^ W (wf WTT 

642/2005) Tt TRETf?TcT RTcft Tt 

31 -8-2006 Tt «TTl 

[R. TJef-40012/399/99-33Tf 3RT(^ ^) ] 

New Delhi, the 31 st August, 2006 
S.O. 3833. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 642/2005) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No.-11, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Department 
of Telecom and their workman, Which was received by the 
. Central Government on 31 -8-2006. 

[No. L-40012/399/99-ER (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR, COURT-II CHANDIGARH 
Presiding Officer: Shri Kuldip Singh 
Case No. I. D. No.642/2k5 

Registered on 15-2-2000 
Date of Decision 5-6-2006. 

Sanjay Kumar C/o Sh. N. K. Jeet. President, Telecom 
Labour Union, Mohalla Hari Nagar, Lai Singh Basti Road, 
Bhatinda (Punjab). 

...Petitioner 

Versus 

Ministry of Communication, D/o Telecom, Sanchar . 
Bhawan, New Delhi. 

...Respondent 
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APPEARANCE 

For the Workman N. K. Jeet 

For the Management : Mr. G. C. Babbar, 

Advocate. 

AWARD 

The workman continues to be absent. Management 
appears through counsel. 

On the last date of hearing Mr. N. K Jeet who had 
been appearing for the workman all along stated that he 
has no instructions to appear in this case. From the perusual 
of the record it appeared that the workman filed the 
statement of claim through Sh. N. K. Jeet He appeared all 
along through Sh. N. K. Jeet, who claimed himself to be 
duly authorized to file the Claim Statement and prosecute 
the case. He undertook to provide the address of the 
workman but did not provide the same and stopped 
appearing in the case. He did not appear in the case on the 
last date of hearing and is also not present today. On record 
there is no address of the workman other than “C/o Sh. 
N. K. Jeet”, who, as stated earlier has stopped appearing in 
the case. The Court is at loss to serve the workman and to 
know his case. The workman himself has never appeared in 
the case. Thus it cannot be, said whether workman with the 
name Sanjay Kumar, was engaged by the Management and 
his services were terminated by them without following the 
provisions of law. 

The Management, in their reply to the Claim of the 
workman, has submitted that the workman was neither 
engaged by them nor his services were terminated by them. 
Taking the assistance of the judgments passed by the 
Supreme Court and High Courts of the country, the 
Management has claimed that the workman was neither 
recruited nor his services were terminated by the 
Management. He might have worked as contract labourer 
and in that capacity he did not earn right to be regularized 
in services. The Management has shown complete 
ignorance about the status of the workman and has denied 
categorically that he was ever engaged by the Management. 

In the circumstances when the workman has not come 
forward to support his claim and when the relationship 
claimed by the workman has been categorically denied by 
the Management, in their Written'Statement duly supported 
by the Affidavit of their witness Sh. Rajinder Singh Sethi, 
D.E.P (Legal) it cannot be said that the workman was 
engaged by the Management from 05-03-1996 on a salary 
of Rs. 2138/- p.m and his services were terminated on 1st 
March, 1999 without following the provisions of law. Thus 
it cannot be said that the Management passed an illegal 
order and unjustified order terminating the services of 
Sanjay Kumar, the workman. For this reason the workman 
is not entitled to any relief. The reference, is therefore, 
answered in these terms. Let a copy of this award be sent 
to the appropriate government for necessary action and 
file be consigned to records after due completion. 

KULDIP SINGH, Presiding Officer 


31 m^\, 2006 

W.3TT.3834.—skftfiTEF fosfK anfaPm, 1947 ( 1947 
cFT 14) 17 ^ 3FJ*TTWT 3', ^ 

4 T-II, -4^1 (tM 

626/2005) ^fl y+lftfd TOP t, ^ 

31 -8-2006 ^ JJTRT «TTI 

[U t^T-400 12/21/2000-^ ] 

75^ fm, arftrentf 

New Delhi, the 31 st August, 2006 

S.O. 3834, —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 626/2005) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No.-II, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Department of Telecom and their w orkman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
31-8-2006. 

[No. L-40012/21/2000-IR (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-II, CHANDIGARH 

Presiding Officer : Shri Kuldip Singh 
Case No. I. D. No. 626/2k5 

Registered on 24-8-2005 
Date of Decision 14-6-2006. 

Smt. Rajnish Kumari C/o Sh. N. K. Jeet, 27349. Lai Singh 
Basti Road, Bhatinda (Punjab). 

...Petitioner 

Versus 

D/oTelecom, Sanchar Bhawan, New Delhi-10001 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCE 

For the Workman : N. K. Jeet 

For the Management : Mr. G. C. Babbar, 

Advocate. 

AWARD 

The workman continues to be absent. Management 
appears through Counsel. 

It is on record that the workman has not appeared in 
this Court despite a number of notices. The last notice w'as 
given under registered Cover, postal receipt No. 2398 dated 
21st March, 2006. The notice has not been received back 
even after the expiry of statutory period of 30 days. This 
shows that the workman received the notice, but she has 
chosen not to appear in the case. 


2807 01 / 06—30 
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It is also dear from the record that the workman did 
not file the Claim Petition in these four years. This is 
additional reason to presume that she has no interest in 
the case. There is nothing on record to show, what to talk 
of evidence, that the General Manager, Telecom, Ferozepur 
had recruited the workman as clerk and her services, were 
terminated by him on 30th June, 1999 & the said order of 
the General Manager was unjust and illegal. As such the 
reference is answered in die terms that there is no evidence 
to show' that the action of the Management was unjust and 
illegal. In die circumstances, die workman is not entitled to 
any relief. Let a copy of this award be sent to appropriate 
govt, for necessary action and the file be consigned to 
records after due completion. 

KULDIP SINGH. Presiding Officer 
^feft,3I-3PTC<l, 2006 

^T.3TT. 3835.—sfWlflh 3?fafWT, 1947 (1947 

14) *ikt 17 argmor T, TTOfiR T7 

vwz (*M wit 

639/2005) ^ yTr^TT cr?tt t, ^ft <*ft 

31-8-2006 TTl W<if37T ej!| 

[R. tt^- 40012/330/99-^TT 37R(^t \)] 

New Delhi, the 31 st August, 2006 

S.O. 3835. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes die award (Ref. No. 639/ 
2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. II, Chandigarh as shown in die Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employer in relation 
management of Department Telecom and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
31-8-2006. 

[No. L-40012/330/99-IR (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TR1BLNAL-CI M- 
LABOUR COURT-II CHANDIGARH 

Presiding Officer: Shri Kuldip Singh 

Case No. I.D. No.639/2k5 

Registered on 15-2-2000/24-8-2005 
Date of Decision 05-6-2006. 

Manjeet Singh C/o Sh. N.K Jeet. President, Telecom 
Labour Union, Mohalla Hari Nagar, Lai Singh Basti 
Road, Bhatinda(Punjab) 

...Petitioner 

Versus 

Ministry' of Communication, D/o Telecom, Sanchar 
Bhawan, New Delhi-110001 

...Respondent 


APPEARANCE 

For the Workman : N. K Jeet 

For the Management -. Mr. G. C. Babbar. 

Advocate. 

AWARD 

The workman continues to be absent. Management 
appears through counsel. 

On the last date of hearing Mr. N. K Jeet who had 
been appearing for the workman all along stated that he 
has no instructions to appear in this case. From the perusual 
of the record it appeared that the workman filed the 
statement of claim through Sh. N. K. Jeet. He appeared all 
along through Sh. N. K Jeet, who claimed himself to be 
duly authorized to file the Claim Statement and prosecute 
the case. He undertook to provide the address of the 
workman but did not provide the same and stopped 
appearing in the case. He did not appear in the case on the 
last date of hearing and is also not present today. On record 
there .is no address of the workman other than ‘‘C/o Sh. 
N. K Jeet”, who, as stated earlier has stopped appearing 
in the case. The. Court is at loss to serve the workman and 
to know his case. The workman himself has never appeared 
in die case. Thus it cannot be said whether workman w ith 
the name Manjeet Singh, was engaged by the Management 
and his services were terminated by them without foil owing 
die provisions of law. 

The Management, in their reply to the Claim of the 
workman, has submitted that the workman was neither 
engaged by them nor his services were terminated by them. 
Taking the assistance of the judgments passed by the 
Supreme Court and High Courts of the country, the 
Management has claimed that die workman was neither 
recruited nor his services were terminated by the 
Management. He might have worked as contract labourer 
and in that capacity he did not earn right to be regularized 
in services. The Management has shown complete 
ignorance about the status of die workman and has denied 
categorically that he was ever engaged by the Management. 

In die circumstances when the workman has not come 
forward to support his claim and when die relationship 
claimed by die workman has been categorically denied by 
tlie Management, in dieir Written Starementduly supported 
by the Affidavit of dieir witness Sh. Rajinder Singh Sethi, 
D.E.P (Legal), it cannot be said that die workman was 
engaged by die Management from 01 -01-1996 on a salary 
of Rs. 2138/- p.m and his services were terminated on 15di 
Dec., 1997 without following die provisions oflaw. Thus it 
cannot be said that the Management passed an illegal and 
unjustified order terminating die services of Manjeet Singh, 
the workman. For this reason the workman is not entitled 
to any relief. The reference, is therefore, answered in these 
terms. Let a copy of this award be sent to the appropriate 
govt, for necessary action and file be consigned to records 
after due completion. 

KULDIP SINGH, Presiding Officer 
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^ 31 3TW, 2006 

^FT.3IT. 3836.— 3?!*itf*W» f^K 3TfafWT, 1947 (1947 
14) # *m 17 ^ 3TJ^I i( t ^T3FK 4 

^ ^ ^ -*ta fNtet 

sfa 4>4 ^kT ^ #*?, 3pp\i ^f ftfe siWtfTr f^tre 4 

W^K sfl^RF STfa^WSR 

^ T3T? (tM 7R§*IT 54/2001) ysMftld «R?fl 4, ^fl 
4-;^9 3 1 -8-2006 ^ ^TRT13TT CfT! 

[4. R^f-42012/64/96-3^ m(^t \) ] 
W?>, itt ^TtoRt 
New Delhi, the 31st August, 2006 

S.O.,3836. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 54/2001) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No. I, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M/s. Animal Quarantine and Certification 
Service and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 31 -8-2006. 

[No. L-42012/64/96-IR (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI SANT SINGH BAL PRESIDING 
OFFICER CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1 NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. 54/2001 

In the matter of dispute between: 

Shri Dinesh Kumar, Driver, 

Son of Shri Ram Pat, 

R/o House No.366, Village Bawana, 

Delhi-110039. 

... .Workman 

Versus 

M/s. Animal Quarantine and Certification 
Service, Department Animal Husbandary and 
Dairying, Ministry of Agriculture, 

Gurgaon Road, Kapasera, New Delhi -37. 

... .Management 

APPEARANCES: A/R for workman 
AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour 
vide its Order No.L-42012/64/96-I.R.(D. U.) dated 30-5-97 
has referred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal 
for adjudication:— 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. 
Animal Quarantine & Certification Service, Depth Of 
Animal Husbandry and Dairying, Ministry of 


Agriculture, Kapasera, New Delhi in terminating 

services of Shri Dinesh Kumar, Driver w.e.f. 13-6-95 

is legal and justified? If not, to what relief the w orkman 

is entitled to?” 

2. Brief facts of this case as culled from record are 
that workman Shri Dinesh Kumar claims that he w'as initially 
appointed as a driver on daily wage basis vide appointment 
letter dated 18-2-94 for a period of 3 months and 21 days 
and his appointment was extended for a period w.e.f. 
28-6-94 to 13-10-94 and he was further appointed w.e.f. 
17-10-94 to 15-2-95, again w.e.f. 23-2-95 to 12-6-95 and during 
the interragnam i.e. interval between as above said 
appointment he has performed duty with effect from 
25-2-94 to 27-6-94 and 28-6-94 to 13-10-94, again he was 
appointed from 27-10-94 to 15-2-95 and 23-2-95 to 12-6-94 
and he further claims that during the period of his above 
said appointments he has also performed duty and he 
remained in the employment in service during the period 
from 12-6-94 to 16-10-94 and between other gaps and he 
has thus worked w.e.f. 25-2-94 till 12-6-95. His services w'ere 
terminated from 13-6-95 illegally and without any reason. 
He claims that he continuously remained in the service of 
the respondent management w.e.f. 25-2-94 to 

12- 6-95. He has thus completed service of more than 240 
days when the management has terminated his services. 
His termination is in violation of the provision-* of Section 
25 F of the I.D.Act and amounts to retrenchment and is in 
contravention of the provisions of Section 25 F of the 
I.D.Act. He has approached the various authorities for his 
reinstatement and even sent demand notice dated 7-6-95 
for his reinstatement but of no use. Hence he claims 
reinstatement with full back wages. 

3. Claim has been contested by the management by 
filing reply wherein it is stated that the workman has not 
been working in the office continuously w.e.f. 25-9-94 and 
his averment to that effect is false. He was appointed on 
daily wage-basis and his services were terminated on 
17-6-94 and nothing was paid on separate vouchers for the 
period 18-6-94 to 27-6-94. It is further averred that he has 
not been paid on any separate voucher for the period from 

13- 10-94 to 16-10-94. It is further averred that he was paid 

wages on separate vouchers for the period from 13-10-94 
to 16-10-94 with the instructions that suitable break will be 
given every month and his service was terminated on 
15-2-95 and no payment was made on separate voucher for 
the period from 16 2-95 to 22-2-95. The workman h giving 
false statement that he has Keen paid cm cy, v - v voucher' 
for the break service. He hs« not beer; paid for the peiioc 
from 16 2-9? to 22-2-95. He has not worked conbm.-.ouvly 
for 25-2-94 to 12-5*94 and he has not completed 240 a.; ys 
as claimed. The post was urn permanent one ihc 
Ambassador car fen vGrTh he wc,s • was 

transferred to DepariiTivo* of Aninui Hu ?.,,:... / and 
Dairying (Beadqu mer) ai Knchi Blrvom. 
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4. Written statement was followed by rejoinder 
wherein controverted facts mentioned in the written 
statement were refuted reiterating the contents of the claim 
statement. 

5. After filing rejoinder the case was adjourned to 
2-9-2002,16-10-2002,24-12-2002,25-3-2003,28-5-2003 for 
filing documents by the management and admission denial 
of documents but none for the management appeared on 
any of the dates fixed and ult imately the case was fixed for 
filing workman affidavit on 3-9-2003 on which date also 
none appeared on behalf of the management and case was 
adjourned to 6-1 -2004 for cross of workman. On 6-1 -04 none 
for the management appeared despite sufficient 
opportunity so cross examination of the workman was 
closed by my learned predecessor Shri B. N. Pandey and 
case was adjourned to 16-3-04 for evidence of the 
management. None for the management appeared on the 
subsequent dates j.e. 16-3-2004, 19-5-2004 and 9-8-2004 
when the management was proceeded exparte vide order 
dated 9-8-2004 and case was adjourned to 19-8-2004 for 
arguments and exparte arguments were finally heard on 
6-9-2005 on behalf of the workman. 

6. I have given my thoughtful consideration to the 
contentions raised, 

7. The workman has placed and proved on record 
appointment letter Ex. WW 1/3 dt. 17-6-94 , Ex. WW 1/5 
dated 13-10-94. Ex .WW 1/7 dated 17-10-94, Ex.WW I /8 dated 
15- 3-95. Ex .WWI/9 dated 23 -2-95 and Ex .WW 1 / J 0 dated 
18-2-95 for appointing him for the periods mentioned therein. 
He has also proved the extracts from the attendance register 
Ex.WW 1/14 to WW1/27 which also goes to show that his 
attendance has been recorded for the said periods and he 
Iras also proved his averments made in affidavit Ex. WW 1 
A and thus the above documents Ex.WW 1/1 to 10 and 
Ex.WW 1/14 to 27 coupled with the affidavit of the workman 
go to prove that he has worked for different periods as 
driver as mentioned in the appointment letters above and 
this indicates that he has worked for more than 240 days 
but each of the appointment letters go to show that he was 
appointed for a fixed period and his appointment according 
to the management has come to an end on the expiry of his 
period mentioned but the workman claims that he has 
worked continuously which is contrary to the letter dated 
12-6-95 proved on record indicating that he has worked for 
the period 23-2-95 to 1 2-6-95 when his service came to an 
end. Thus the averment made in the written statement that 
hJS services were terminated is incorrect and it is, therefore, 
proved that the workman has worked for the periods 
mentioned in the appointment letters. He was not given 
any notice. Notice pay or compensation as per provisions 
contained in Section 25 Fof the I.D.Act .His termination on 

12-6-95 on the expiry of the fixed period vide letter dated 
5-2-94.18-2-94,17-6-94,22-6-94,13-10.94,12-10-94,17-10-94, 
15-2-95, 23-2-95, 18-2-95 and 12-6-95 is illegal and is in 


violation of the provisions contained in Section 25 F of the 
I.D. Act and taking this view I am supported with the 
decision reported in 1996 LLR 488 of Punjab High Court, 
Good Year India Limited Vs. Vijay Kumar & Anr. wherein it 
was held that the workman was initially appointed as casual 
clerk from 3-4-85 on casual basis and his appointment was 
extended from time to time and finally from 3-11-85 to 
28-12-85 when his services automatically terminated. His 
termination was held to be illegal as he has worked for 
more than 240 days. Thus the workman is therefore,entitled 
to be reinstated in service with 50% back wages. There is 
nothing on record to show that the workman was gainfully 
employed during the period of unemployment. The 
workman has averred in his affidavit that he is unemployed 
since the date of termination despite his best efforts which 
goes unrebutted on record. Hence he is entitled to the 
back wages and other consequential benefits and in my 
opinion it would sub serve interest of justice if he is given 
50% back wages. In view of the above discussion I am of 
the opinion that the action of the management in not giving 
him reinstatement amounts to termination which is in 
violation of the provisions of the I.D. Act and the workman 
is also entitled to 50% of back wages. It is, therefore, I 
ordered that the workman be reinstated in service with 
50% back wages. Reference is answered accordingly. File 
be consigned to record room. 

Dated: 21 -8 -2006 S. S. BAL, Presiding Officer 

31 3PTFT 2006 

4434. 3837.—1444 1947 (1947 

43T 14) 4RT 17 ^ 3^14 4, *444 

3TR 77T4 43 4^4, SFJsfa 4 fafe sfrdtfe 144R 4 

TEsffq TTTcFR 43 444 

(444 WH 16/2005) 41 44Tf?4 f, 4ft 444t4 4444 
4) 31-8-2006 4) 4T4t f3TT 4tl 

[4. 3^1-40012/92/2004-3Tlf STROst^)] 
fW, i44 3Tf*T4Kt 

New Delhi, the 31 st August, 2006 

S O. 3837. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 16/2005) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Senior Superintendent of Post Offices 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 31 -8-2006. 

[No. L-40012/92/2004-IR (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOYT. INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHENNAI 

Tuesday the 23rd May, 2006 

Present: K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No.16/2005 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), between the 
Management of Department of Posts and their workmen) 

BETWEEN 

Sri S. Ramamurthy : I Party/Petitioner 

AND 

The Senior Superintendent of : II Party/Management 
Post Offices, 

Department of Posts, Tambaram 
Division 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Workman : M/s. R.Malaichamy, Advocates 

For the Management : Mrs.Kasthuri Ravichandran, 

ACGSC. 

AWARD 

The Centra! Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Order No.L-40012/92/2004-IR(DU) dated 22-12-2004 has 
referred the dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication. The 
Schedule mentioned dispute is as follows :— 

“Whether the action of the management of Senior 
Superintendent of Post Offices, Tambaram Division 
in terminating the services of Sri S.Ramamurthy with 
effect from 28-5-2003 is justified? If not, to what relief 
he is entitled?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I. D. No. 16/2005 and notices were issued to both the 
parties and both the parties entered appearance through 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner in the Claim 
Statement are briefly as follows:— 

The Petitioner was working as a E.D. Agent now 
known as GDS under Respondent/Management for nearly 
twenty years with intermittent breaks and with good service 
records. But he was illegally terminated from service on 
14-5-2003. Initially he entered into service of the. 
Respondent as an outsider at Ami Sub Office in the year 
1984. He was working in leave vacancies as an outsider 
and has completed 240 days of work prior to 11-2-1988. As 


per the judgment of Central Administrative Tribunal in O. A. 
No. 811/88 the Petitioner is entitled for absorption as E.D. 
Agent in regular vacant post. The Chief Postmaster General 
also in his proceeding dated 23-12-93 clearly instructed 
that Appellate Authorities to appoint the E.D. substitutes 
in regular vacant posts only who have been engaged prior 
to 11-2-88 and completed 240 days of service in any two 
years either before 11-2-88 or after 11-2-88. The 
Respondent/Management wantonly omitted to include the 
name of the Petitioner in dovetailed list for appointment as 
E.D.Agent on regular bajis, however, they have utilized 
the services of Petitioner from time to time. The Petitioner’s 
representation to the Respondent to absorb him in regular 
vacancy has been denied, but only substitute arrangement 
was offered to the Petitioner. Subsequently on 24-12-1992 
the then Sub Divisional Inspector (Postal) Ambattur Sub 
Division has requested the Assistant Superintendent of 
Post Offices, Ambathur to appoint the Petitioner against 
the clear vacant post of EDBPM at Panayancheri branch 
office w.e.f. 21-2-2003. The Petitioner joined the said post 
and was working there but the Respondent/Management 
terminated the Petitioner from service and appointed an 
unqualified person who entered the department after the 
year 1990. The Petitioner has filed a O.A.No. 422/2003 and 
subsequently, he has withdrawn the same with a liberty to 
approach this Tribunal and hence it was allowed by the 
Central Administrative Tribunal. Therefore, the action of 
the Respondent in refusing the employment to the Petitioner 
in violation of Chief Postmaster General circular dated 
23-12-93 and the decision of full Bench of Central 
Administrative Tribunal, Chennai dated 17-4-2000 is illegal, 
unjustified and opposed to principles of natural justice 
and also in violation of Section 25F of the I.D. Act. Hence, 
the Petitioner prays to pass an award directing the 
Respondent/Management to reinstate the Petitioner into 
service as GDS with all other attendant benefits. 

4. As against this, the Respondent in its Counter 
Statement contended that it is not true to contend that the 
Petitioner has worked as E.D. Agent under Respondent/ 
Management for twenty years with intermittent break and 
the Petitioner was illegally years with intermittent break. 
The Petitioner was never selected by due process of 
selection as per the recruitment rules applicable to E.D. 
Agents (now known as Gramin Dak Sevaks) and no 
appointment order was issued to him by any of the 
authorities. Therefore, there is no relationship of employer- 
employee between the Respondent and the Petitiener. His 
engagement was purely a stop gap arrangement in leave 
vacancies and no question of regular appointment will arise 
according to Rule 5 of P & T ED. Agents (Conduct & 
Service) Rules, now replaced by Rule 7 of Gramin Dak 
Sevaks (Conduct &■ Employment) Rules, 2001. The 
Petitioner was engaged only as a substitute and therefore, 
no right accrues to a substitute. It is well established by 
the Supreme Court and High Courts that regularization 
cannot be made a mode of recruitment as the same would 
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be violative of Article 309 of Constitution and the mere 
prolonged and extended engagement on provisional basis 
does not result in any claim for substantive status. It is not 
true to say that Petitioner was illegally terminated from 
service on 14-5-2003. By an order dated 14-2-2003 the 
Assistant Superintendent of Post Offices, Ambattur Sub- 
Division permitted the Petitioner to work in the post of 
EDBPM, Panayancheri BO. Even in that order it is clearly 
stated that arrangement was purely stop gap and temporary 
which will be terminated at any time w ithout any prior notice 
before completion of 90 days. The Petitioner accepted the 
above conditions and joined the post. As stipulated in the 
order, his temporary engagement as EDBPM,Panayancheri 
BO was terminated by the Assistant Superintendent of 
Post Offices, Ambattur Sub-Division by his order dated 
19-5-2003. Further, Assistant Superintendent of Post 
Offices, Ambattur Sub-Division is not the competent 
authority to make, appointment to the posts of EDBPM. 
Even if stop gap arrangement is made due to exigencies of 
service, such arrangement should be ratified by the 1st 
Respondent who is the appointing authority for the post 
of BPMs. Therefore, the order of Assistant Superintendent 
of Post Offices, Ambattur Sub-Division will not confer any 
right on the Petitioner to claim continuity of service. It is 
not true to say that the Petitioner who entered into service 
as outsider and he has completed 240 days of continuous 
service in two years prior to 11-2-88. The Postmaster, 
Ambattur HPO who is the DDO in this case has certified 
that the Petitioner was engaged in the leave vacancies of 
regular E.D. agents and he has not completed 240 days as 
alleged by him. In so far as the E.D. outsiders are concerned, 
this scheme introduced by the Postmaster General is a one 
time measure. Since the Petitioner had not completed 240 
days of continuous service before or after 11-2-88, he is 
not entitled for absorption as E.D. agent against regular 
vacant post. Therefore, he is not eligible for inclusion in 
the dovetailed list as per orders. It is false to allege thatTiis 
name was omitted to be included in the dovetailed list for 
appointment as E.D.Agent on regular basis. Though the 
Petitioner was appointed as substitute prior to 11-2-88, 
since he has not completed 240 days in a continuous period 
of two years for the purpose of inclusion in dovetailed list. 
Since the Petitioner has not fulfilled the conditions laid 
down in the Chief Postmaster General’s letter dated 
23-12-1993 there is nothing illegal or against the principles 
of natural justice. Further, appointment to any post under 
the Govt, has to be made as per prescribed recruitment 
rules and not on the basis of wishes of the Petitioner. Hence 
for all these reasons, the Respondent prays that the claim 
may be dismissed with costs. 

5. In these circumstances, the points for my 
determination are — 

“(i) Whether the action of the Respondent/ 
Management in terminating the services of the 
Petitioner w.e.f. 28-5-2003 is justified? 

(ii) To what rel ief the Petitioner is entitled?” 


Point No. 1: 

6. In this case, the allegation of the Petitioner is that 
he was working as E.D. Agent, now known as GDS under 
the Respondent/ Management for twenty years. While so, 
he was illegally terminated from his service from 14-5-2003 
and it is his further contention that he has initially entered 
into postal department as an outsider at Arani sub-office 
in the year 1984 and initially he was appointed as an 
outsider in leave vacancy from time to time and he has 
completed 240 days prior to 11 -2-88 as per Chief Postmaster 
General’s proceedings dated 23-12-1993 and since he has 
completed 240 days prior to 11 -2-88 he should be inducted 
in regular vacant post. But, against the provisions, he has 
been terminated from service. Therefore, he has raised this 
dispute. 

7. But, as against this, the Respondent contended 
that the Petitioner was never selected by due process of 
selection as per Recruitment Rules applicable to E.D. 
Agents, now known as Gramin Dak Sevaks and his 
appointment was purely stop gap arrangement in the leave 
vacancy and therefore, he cannot ask for any regular 
appointment. Further, he has not completed 240 days of 
services for two years prior to after 11 -2-88 and therefore, 
he cannot claim the benefits under the Chief Postmaster 
General’s letter dated 23-12-1993 and therefore, the 
Respondent prays for dismissal of the claim of the 
Petitioner. 

8. To substantiate his claim, the Petitioner examined 
himself as WW1 and produced documents Ex.WI to W8. 
Ex.WI and W2 are the copies of order of SDI (Postal) 
.Ambattur Sub-Division, Ambattur dated 24-12-92. Ex.W3 
is the copy of circular issued by Chief Postmaster General 
dated 23-12-93.Ex. W4 is the copy of the circular issued by 
Chief Postmaster General dated 5-7-95. Ex.W5 , is the copy 
of order of appointment dated 14-2-2003 and Ex.W6 is the 
copy of termination order passed by Assistant 
Superintendent of Post Offices, Ambattur Sub-Division. 
Ex.W7 is the details of service particulars furnished by the 
Respondent. Ex.W8 is the details of service particulars 
furnished by Respondent. As against this, on the side of 
the Respondent one Mr. G. Vijayan who is working as 
Assistant Superintendent of Post Offices, Aavadi Camp 
who was holding additional charge of Ambattur Sub- 
Division was examined as MW 1 and on their side no 
document was filed. 

9. The Petitioner examined himself as WW 1 and in 
his evidence, the Petitioner alleged that he joined the 
Respondent establishment as E.D. substitute in the year 
1984 in Arani post office and he has worked up to 2003 
w ith intermittent disengagement. While so, in the month of 
July, 2003, the Assistant Superintendent of Post Offices 
has terminated his service and in his place one Mr. Sakthivei 
was posted as E.D. substitute in Arani post office. He further 
alleged that he has completed 240 days of service in a 
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continuous period of two years before or after 11-2-88. 
Learned counsel for the Petitioner contended that as per 
service rule for GDS, the Sub-Divisional Inspector, 
Assistant Superintendent of Post Offices are the appointing 
authorities to the post other than GDS BPM and GDS SPM 
and he further contended that in exceptional cases Inspector 
of Post Offices/Assistant Superintendent of Post Offices 
could very well make appointment to the post of HDBPM 
in anticipation of the formal approval of Superintendent of 
Post Offices. In this case, since the Petitioner has worked 
for more than 240 days prior to 11 -2-88, Sub-Divisional 
Inspector (Postal) Ambattur Sub-Division has issued an 
order in his proceedings dated 24-12-92 to his subordinate 
officer, the Sub-Postmaster, Arani instructing him to engage 
the Petitioner as GDS which is marked by the Petitioner as 
Ex.Wl. In view of the said order, he has made several 
representations to appoint him against regular post. But 
the Chief Postmaster General issued a letter dated 5-7-95 
instructing the appointing authority not to appoint 
candidates in accordance with the instruction issued in his 
letter dated 23-12-93. But, it was subsequently set aside by 
the Full Bench of Central Administrative Tribunal, Chennai 
in O.A.No. 386/98 dated 7-12-2000 and therefore, the 
Petitioner has made a representation to consider his case 
and thereby the Assistant Superintendent of Post Offices 
had in anticipation of the formal approval of Superintendent 
of Post Offices, Tambaram Division appointed the 
Petitioner to work as ED BPM at Panayancheri Post Office 
by an order dated 14-2-2003, which is marked as Ex.W5. 
But, strangely the very same officer has terminated the 
services of Petitioner on 19-5-2003, copy of which is marked 
as Ex.W6. To substantiate his claim that he has completed 
240days prior to 11-2-88, the Petitioner has, filed document 
dated 24-12-92, copy of which is marked as Ex. W1 issued 
by competent authority to his subordinate officer. This is 
not a certificate but it is an order issued by competent 
authority and the said order has not been cancelled till 
date. The Petitioner has filed details of service particulars, 
which is marked as Ex.W7. Even though the Respondent/ 
Management has givendetails of service particulars which 
is marked as Ex.W8, they have not produced any document 
to show that the statement given under Ex.W8 are true. In 
Ex.W8 they have stated that the Petitioner has worked 
about 191 days only from 8-2-85 to 4-8-95. But neither the 
Respondent nor MW 1 has stated how they have arrived at 
the figure without producing any document to substantiate 
their claim. Therefore, Ex.W8 is only prepared for the 
purpose of this case with an ulterior motive to deny the 
genuine claim of the Petitioner and therefore, this Tribunal 
need not rely on the statement given under Ex.W8. Since 
the competent authority has given order to the subordinate 
officer in which it is stated that the Petitioner has completed 
240 days, it should be presumed that the fact given under 
Ex.Wl is true and therefore, the Petitioner is entitled to 
claim the benefits of reinstatement as raised in the industrial 
dispute. 


10. As against this, the learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that the letter dated 24-12-1992 
under Ex.Wl was issued by the then Sub-Divisional 
Inspector, Ambattur Sub-Division cannot be considered 
as a valid one as the Assistant Superintendent of Post 
Offices, Ambattur Sub-Division is not the competent 
authority to issue such a letter. Further, the Petitioner 
himself has admitted that Assistant Superintendent of Post 
Offices, Ambattur Sub-Division is not competent authority 
to make appointment to the post of EDBPM. Even if a stop 
gap arrangement is made due to exigency of service, such 
arrangement should be ratified by the Superintendent of 
Post Offices, who is the appointing authority for the posts 
of BPM. Even though it is alleged that on 14-2-2003 
Assistant Superintendent of Post Offices, Ambattur Sub- 
Division has appointed him in leave vacancy, tpe 
arrangement was not regularised by Superintendent of Post 
Offices and therefore, the said order passed under Ex.W5 
by the Assistant Superintendent of Post Offices, Ambattur 
Sub-Division will not confer any right on the Petitioner to 
claim continuity in service. The Petitioner was never 
selected by due process of law as per recruitment rules 
applicable to E.D. Agents (GDS) and no appointment order 
was issued to him by a competent authority. Since the 
Petitioner was not appointed, there is no relationship of 
employer-employee between the Respondent and the 
Petitioner. His appointment was temporary stop gap 
arrangement in leave vacancy and therefore, no question 
of regular appointment will arise. According to Rule 5 of P 
& T ED Agents (Conduct and Service) Rules, 1964, w hich 
is now replaced by Rule 7 of Gramin Dak Sevaks (Conduct 
and Employment) Rule, 2001 if a regular incumbent goes 
on leave, he has to arrange only a substitute to carry out 
the work and this has to be approved by the competent 
authority to sanction leave. Thus the Petitioner w'as 
engaged purely on stop gap arrangement and only as a 
substitute and therefore, no right accrues to a substitute. 
Though the Petitioner alleged that he has completed 240 
days of service in a period of two years prior to 11-2-88, it 
is not established before any forum or before this Tribunal 
with any satisfactory evidence. The Petitioner cannot rely 
on the letter given by the Assistant Superintendent of 
Post Offices to his subordinate officer, who has no authority 
to issue such a letter under the Respondent/Managemenl. 
In Ex.W8, which was given to the Petitioner by the 
authorities, it is stated that the Petitioner, has worked in 
leave vacancy of Mr. Duraibabu, Mr.C.Dhanasekaran, 
Mr.V.Chenciay and Sri P.C.Narayanan, but he has not 
completed 240 days of continuous service either prior to 
11-2-88 or subsequent to 11-2-88. No doubt, the Chief 
Postmaster General has issued a circular dated 23-12-93 for 
regularising the substitute Eds, but since the Petitioner 
has not completed 240 days in any two years prior to 
11 -2-88 or after 11 -2-88, he is not eligible for inclusion in 
dovetailed list or for regularisation. Even though the 
Petitioner relied on the letter dated 24-12-92 issued by 
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Sub-Divisional Inspector, since he has no authority to issue 
such a letter, it cannot be considered as a valid one. Even 
though the Petitioner alleged that he was appointed as 
EDBPM, Panayancheri BO, he was not actually appointed 
as alleged by him, but he was only permitted to work in the 
post of BPM, Panayancheri. Even in the letter dated 
14-2-2003, the Assistant Superintendent of Post Offices, 
Ambattur Sub Division has clearly stated that the 
arrangement is purely stop-gap and temporary arrangement 
which will be terminated at any time without any prior notice. 
Since the Petitioner has accepted this letter, it means he 
had accepted the condition that the arrangement is purely 
stop-gap and temporary one. The allegation that the 
Petitioner was terminated from service all of a sudden is 
not a true one. There is no employer-employee relationship 
and his engagement was purely a stop gap arrangement 
and he was engaged only on temporary basis and therefore, 
he cannot claim any right of appointment by back door 
entry. It is well settled in number of decisions of High 
Courts and Supreme Court that since the persons were not 
appointed to the posts in accordance with rules, but they 
were engaged on the basis of need of work; they are 
temporary employees working on temporary basis and in 
such circumstances, their disengagement from services 
cannot be construed as retrenchment under I.D. Act. 
Further, the concept of retrenchment cannot be stretched 
to such an extent as to cover these employees. No doubt, 
the Petitioner alleged that his termination from service is 
arbitrary, since he was appointed on temporary basis, who 
has no right to the post, his disengagement is not arbitrary. 
Further, learned counsel for the Respondent contended 
that since the Petitioner is an employee, who claimed that 
he has worked for more than 240 days preceding his 
termination, which w r as denied by the Respondent/ 
Management, it is for the Petitioner to lead evidence to 
that effect. Merely by filing of service particulars prepared 
by him is not sufficient evidence for that purpose and this 
was settled in the rulings reported in 2002 3 SCC 25 by the 
Division Bench of Supreme Court in the case of S.T. 
HADIMONI. Since the Petitioner in this case has not 
established the fact that he has completed 240 days of 
continuous service prior to 11-2-88 with any satisfactory 
evidence, it cannot be said that he is entitled to the benefits 
under the circular issued by Chief Postmaster General dated 
23-12-1993. Since his termination is not retrenchment, he is 
not entitled to claim any benefits under I.D. Act. 

11.1 find much force in the contention of the learned 
counsel for the Respondent because in this case, though 
the Petitioner alleged that he has completed 240 days prior 
to 11-2-88, it was not established with any satisfactory 
evidence. Further, though he has alleged that Sub 
Divisional Inspector has stated that he has completed 240 
days prior to 11-2-88, this Tribunal cannot infer anything 
from the said letter because there was no service particulars 
given in the letter dated 24-12-92. Further, when itis alleged 
that he is not the competent authority to give such a letter, 


it is the duty of the Petitioner to establish that he is the 
competent authority to issue such a letter. Under such 
circumstances, I am not inclined to accept the contention 
of the learned counsel for the Petitioner that the termination 
is illegal. Since the Petitioner was appointed temporarily as 
stop-gap arrangement and since he was not appointed under 
any recruitment rules, he cannot claim regularisation for 
his long period of employment as a provisional appointee. 
Further, since he is not entitled to reinstatement, I find this 
point against the Petitioner. 

Point No. 2:— 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the Petitioner is entitled ? 

12. In view of my foregoing findings that the action 
of the Respondent/ Management in terminating the services 
of the Petitioner is justified, I find the Petitioner is not 
entitled to any relief. No Costs. 

13. Thus, the reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 23rd May, 2006.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Witnesses Examined:— 

For the I Party/Petitioner : WWISri S.Ramamurthy 

For the II Party/ : MWI Sri G.Vijayan 

Management 

Documents Marked:— 

For the I Party/Petitioner:— 


Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

W1 . 

24-12-92 

Xerox copy of the order of SD1 
(postal) Ambattur 

W2 

24-12-92 

Typed copy of Ex. WI 

W3 

23-12-93 

Xerox copy of the circular 
issued by Chief Postmaster 
General 

W4 

05-07-95 

Xerox copy of the circular 
issued by Chief Postmaster 
General 

W5 

14-02-03 

Xerox copy of the appointment 
order issued to Petitioner 

W 6 

19-05-03 

Xerox copy of the termination 
order issued to Petitioner 

W7 

Nil 

Details of service particulars 
furnished by Petitioner 

\V8 

Nil 

Details of service particulars 
furnished by Respondent 


For the II Party/Management:—Nil 
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[U ^-42012/77/95-3^ 3TR(^t\)] 
f4?, ter 3lf«F+Rt 

New Delhi, the 31 st August, 2006 

S.O. 3838, —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 183/98) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No. II New Delhi as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of All India Radio and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 
31-8-2006. 

[No. L-42012/77/95-IR (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER: CENTRAL 

GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-H, NEW DELHI 

Presiding Officer : R. N. RAI. 

I.D. No.183/1998 

In the matter of:— 

Smt. Sunita, 

L/R of Deceased Shri Azad Singh, 

S/o. Shri Mani Chand, 

C/o. Delhi Labour Union, 

Aggarwal Bhawan, G.T. Road, 

TisHazari, Delhi -110001. 

Versus 

The Chief Director, M/s. All India Radio, 

Akashwani Bhawan, Sansad Marg, 

New Delhi-110001. 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-42012/77/ 
95 - IR(DU) Central Go vemment Dt. 18-08-1998 has referred 
the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder:— 

“Whether the action of the management of All India 
Radio in terminating the services of Shri Azad Singh 
is legal & justified? If not what relief the workman is 
entitled to.” 


The workman applicant has filed claim statement. In 
the claim statement it has been stated that Azad Singh 
after being selected by the Employment Exchange joinded 
into the employment of the All India Radio w.e.f. 
17-04-1989 as a Beldar/Sweeper. He was posted in the office 
of the Installation Officer, 2 x 100 KW MW Transmitters, 
Nangli, Delhi. He was being treated as daily rated/casual/ 
muster roll worker and was being paid wages much less 
than those fixed and revised from time to time under the 
minimum wages act by the appropriate government. He 
was being paid only Rs.750 per month. While his counter 
parts doing the identical work and the work of the same 
value but being treated as regular employees were being 
paid their salaries in the proper pay scale of 750-940 with 
usual allowances admissible under the rules. They were 
also enjoying other benefits like uniform, EL, CL, medical 
leave etc. which were completely denied to the workman 
aforesaid. He has unblemished and uninterrupted record 
of service to his credit. That the services of the aforesaid 
workman have been terminated w.e.f. 28-12-1990 without 
assigning any valid reason thereof. 

That the action of the management in terminating 
the services of the aforesaid workman is wholly illegal, 
bad, unjust and malafide for the following amongst other 
reasons. 

That the job against which the workman aforesaid 
was working is of a regular and permanent nature of job. 

That employing persons on regular nature of jobs 
and treating them as daily rated/casual/muster roll workers 
for indefinite period and paying them lesser remuneration 
than those doing the identical work and the work of the 
same valued amounts to unfair labour practice as provided 
in section 2(ra) read with item no. 10 of the Vth schedule 
and read with section 25 T punishable under section 25 U 
of the ID Act, 1947. 

That it is violative of Article 14, 16 and 39(d) of the 
Constitution of India. That it amounts td sheer exploitation 
of labour. 

That the management of the All India Radio has not 
framed any rules or regularisations nor got it passed by the 
UPSC and nor notified in the Official Gazette for governing 
the service conditions of the daily rated/casual/muster roll/ 
part time/seasonal workers nor it has any Certified Standing 
Orders, governing service conditions of such workers and 
therefore, the Model Standing Orders framed under the 
Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act, 1946 are 
applicable to the workman and the management of the A.I.R. 

That the workman aforesaid has acquired the status 
of a permanent employee from the initial date of his joining 
into the employment i.e. 17-04-1989 after completing 90 
days of continuous employment as provided in the Model 
Standing Orders framed under the Industrial Employment 
(Standing Orders) Act, 1946. Even otherwise, the workman 
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has acquired the status a permanent employee from the 
initial date of his joining into the employment after 
completing 240 days of continuous employment and is 
deemed to have been taken into the employment on regular 
basis as has been held by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi 
in case of Harish Kumar Vs. Registrar, Delhi High Court. 

That the workman aforesaid has not committed any 
misconduct whatsoever. However, in case of any alleged 
misconduct, no memo or charge-sheet was served and no 
domestic inquiry was conducted against him. He was not 
afforded any opportunity of being hear and his services 
have been terminated arbitrarily and illegally. 

That the workman aforesaid has been meted out with 
hostile discrimination as juniors to him have been retained 
in service and he has been thrown out of job. 

That in case of retrenchment, no seniority list was 
displayed, no notice was given, no notice pay was offered 
and no service compensation was either offered or paid to 
the workman at the time of termination of services. 

That the principle of natural justice have been 
completely violated. 

That even otherwise the impugned termination of 
services is violation of section 30 of the Delhi Shops and 
Establishment Act, 1954. 

That the impugned termination of service is also 
violative of Section 25 F, G & Hof the I.D. Act, 1947 read 
with Rule 76,77 and 78 of the Industrial Disputes (Central) 
Rules, 1957. 

That the workman aforesaid is unemployed since 
28-12-1990 except for the period from 3-5-1991 to 
8-6-1991 and 20-9-1994 to 3-11 -1994 during which period 
he was given temporary employment at AIR Nangli and 
Khanpur respectively. 

That a demand notice was served upon the Chief 
Director of the All India Radio by Registered AD post vide 
communication dated 19-1 -1995 duly received in his office 
but no reply has been received and it is presumed that the 
demand has been rejected. 

The respondent/management has filed reply. It has 
been stated in reply that the services of the workman was 
never terminated by the respondent. That the workman 
was engaged as casual labour by the Installation Officer. 
2 x 100 KW Terminal Tangly, Delhi and Khanpur for 
execution of installation work on muster roll of daily wage 
basis for 109 days in 1989 and 130 days in 1990 and 18 days 
in 1991 and 38 days in 1994. That the services of the 
workman was not terminated by the respondent/ 
management but he himself stopped reporting for duties 
without any intimation to the management. 

That he worked on installation work which cannot 
be called a work of permanent work. Jt was only a Project 


and the work came to an end after completion of work. 
There was not a permanent work. 

That the management has not indulged in unfair 
labour practice and there has not been violation of Article 
14,16 and 39(d) of the Constitution of India. The workman 
has not completed 240 days. 

The workman has filed rejoinder. In his rejoinder he 
has reiterated the averments of his claim statement. The 
management has also repudiated the most of the paras of 
the written statement. 

Evidence of both the parties has been taken. 

Heard argument and perused the papers on the record. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
he has worked for 240 days and the management has issued 
a certificate dated 27-12-1990 that he has worked for the 
period from 17-4-1989 to 27-12-1990 with usual break on 
muster roll basis at the installation of Nangli, Delhi. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
the certificate shows that he has worked for more than 240 
days in the year 1989 and 1990. 

The workman has filed only this certificate B-17. No 
other documentary evidence has been filed by the workman. 

It was further submitted from the side of the workman 
that the management witness has admitted that the workman 
has worked continuously from 15-5-1989 to 30-13-1990 in 
different spells. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that it is admitted in the written statement that he has worked 
in different spells. In the certificate also the words different 
spells have been mentioned. 

The management witness has also admitted that he 
has worked in different spells. The workman has not filed 
any document to show that he has worked continuously 
during the above period. 

It was further submitted that he admittedly worked 
on installation and installation is a Project. It is a work of 
temporary nature. Engagement is made for completion of 
the installation and when the installation is completed 
workers are not required. It is the duty of the workman to 
prove by cogent documentary evidence that he has worked 
for 240 days in the year preceding his retrenchment. The 
workman has filed only a certificate mentioned above and 
in that certificate it has been stated that he worked at 
different spells. So there is no certificate for continuous 
working of 240 days. The management has stated those 
different spells in the written statement. There is no 
document on record to disprove the contention of the 
management in the written statement. 

It was further submitted that the workman has worked 
in the year 1991 and 1994 for shortspelis of 18 days in 1991 
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and 31 days in the year 1994. It is also the case of the 
management that the workman has himself abandoned his 
work. He did not report for duty. This contention of the 
management is substantiated by the fact that the workman 
has filed this case in the year 1998 whereas he was removed 
from services in the year 1990. He has filed this case after 8 
years. This fact cogently proves that the workman worked 
even in 1991 and 1994 as has been stated by the management 
in the written statement. This gives support to the 
contention of the management that the workman has himself 
abandoned his work. 

The workman has filed no documents to substantiate 
his claim that he has worked for 240 days. In the certificate 
filed by him it has been written that he worked in different 
spells so the workman has failed to prove that he has 
worked continuously for 240 days in the year 1989 or in 
the year 1990. The L/R of the deceased is not entitled to get 
any relief as prayed. 

It is settled law that the burden is always on the 
workman to prove by cogent documentary evidence that 
he has worked for more than 240 days. Mere affidavit is not 
sufficient. The workman has not filed any documents to 
prove that he has worked for 240 days. 

The reference is replied thus :— 

The action of the management of All India Radio in 
terminating the services of Shri Azad Singh is legal and 
justified. The L/R Smt. Sunita of the deceased Shri Azad 
Singh is not entitled to get any relief as prayed for. 

Award is given accordingly. 

Date: 25-8-2006. R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 

31 2006 

^T.3TT. 3839.-3^)^ feK SlfafWT, 1947 (1947 
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[41. ^-42012/171/99-3^ 3U4(^FJ)] 
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New Delhi, the 31 st August, 2006 

S.O. 3839. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 12/2000) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No. II New Delhi as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Indian 
Habitant Centre and their workman, which was received 
by the Central Government on 31-8-2006. 

[No. L-42012/171/99-IR (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE TOE PRESIDING OFFICER: CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-H, NEW DELHI 

Presiding Officer: R. N. Rat I.D. No. 12/2000 

In the matter of: — 

Shri P. Dharma, 

Bhartiya General Mazdoor Congress, 

Plot No. 1, Aram Bagh, (Near Udasin Mandir) 

Pahar Ganj, New Delhi. 

Vs. 

Consultancy Development Centre, 

Indian Habitant Centre, Zone IV, 

East Court, 2nd Floor, Lodhi Road, 

New Delhi-110003. 

M/s. T .S. Murali & Co, 

Contractor House Keeping, 

C/o Indian Habitant Centre, Zone IV, 

East Court 2nd Floor, Lodhi Road, 

New Delhi-110003. 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-42012/171/ 
99/IR (DU) Central Government dt. 27-1 -2000 has referred 
the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder:— 

“Whether the demand of Sh. P. Dharma, workman 
engaged through M/s. T. S. Murali Contractor in the 
establishment of Consultancy Development Centre 
on the contract work of House Keeping Job for the 
period from 4-6-94 to 31 -3-98 for his employment and 
regularisation in service with Consultancy 
Development Centre being Principal Employer is 
valid, legal and jutified? If yes, to what benefit and 
relief he is entitled ?” 

The workman applicant has filed claim statement. In 
the claim statement it has been stated that the Central 
Government after considering the substance of dispute in 
^he present case opined that an Industrial Dispute exists 
between the above referred employer and their workman, 
the above said and in exercise of its power conferred under 
Section 10(1) (d) of Industiral Disputes Act, 1947, fixed the 
following terms of reference, while referring the same for 
adjudication. The schedule is being reproduced as under : 

“Whether the demand of Sh. P. Dharma, workman 
engaged through M/s. T. S. Murali Contractor in the 
establishment of Consultancy Development Centre 
on the contract work of House Keeping Job for the 
period from 4-6-94 to 31-3-98 for his employment and 
regularisation in service with Consultancy 
Development Centre being Principal Employer is 
valid, legal and jutified ? If yes, to what benefit and 
relief he is entitled ?” 
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That initially the workman being aggrieved by the 
callous actions of the Management of Principal employer, 
has demanded for statutory benefits and absorption with 
consequential benefits. The workman joined the 
establishment on 18th May, 1995 and since then had 
continuously worked till 31-3-98, on which date, he was 
denied entry to the establishment, while no reason for such 
refusal of job was assigned to him. The workman bonafidely 
believed that he was illegally, unlawfully and unjustifiedly 
terminated from services, as the workman during those 
days started demanding his absorption alongwith other 
benefits in wages etc. It is stated that after terminating the 
workman alongwith another workman, Sh. Chainanan, the 
Management preferred to regularise the service of one Sh. 
Ram Sanehi, who was though similarly placed like the 
workman, was one year junior to the present workman. 

The workman after meted out with discrimination and 
injustice, the union in the present case, also made a demand 
letter. In the demand letter dated 24-8-98 reinstatement in 
employment was prayed for with entire consequential 
benefits. However, the management who duly received the 
same did not respond to it. 

That subsequent to that the workman through its 
union, in order to raise an industrial dispute, made an 
application under Section 10 of the lndustiral Disputes Act, 
It is permitted to submit here that during the course of 
conciliation, the management appeared with on M/s T.S. 
Murali & Col. Contractors, and for the first time it was 
disclosed that the workman was in fact engaged by the 
said contractor. As no fruitful result transpired from the 
discussion, the concerned Asstt. Labour Commissioner 
sent the dispute to the Ministry of Labour for appropriate 
actions. It is pertinent to mention here that the Asstt. 
Labour Commissioner forwarded a detailed report about 
the same and referred about notification dated 9-12-1976, 
which prohibited engagement of contract labour for in the 
job of sweeping, cleaning and dusting in the establishment 
in regard to which appropriate government is Central 
Government. Thus the Asstt. Labour Commissioner in its 
report opined that employer otherwise also could not have 
retained services of a contractor in view of the said 
notifications. It is pertinent to mention here that the 
contractor was not even licenced. It is stated that volumes 
of service record bills correspondence prima-facie 
prove that the contractor if any was under an act for having 
been retained for the name sake and he was not having any 
sort of control over the working. There was direct control 
and supervision of the Principal employer. 

That the workman has been working on the said post 
deligently and to the best of his ability and to the 
satisfication of his superior officer. 

That the workman has been working honestly and 
sincerely. The Management has not allowed the workman 
to enter into the premises of the-said establishment on 


31-3-98 without assigning any reason and said that the 
workman's service were terminated and he is no more 
required for the said organisation/establishment and the 
Management illegally and unlawfully terminated the service 
of the workman, which is illegal, uncalled for and arbitrary 
and the same is also against the principle of natural justice. 

That the workman has been working regularly 
without any interruption or break in service but the 
Management showing the workman in their record on 
temporary basis and the workman has requested the 
Management now and then to show the workman in his 
record as regular and permanent employee and to prove 
the benefits and wages of permanent employee to the 
workman. 

That despite the fact that the workman has completed 
240 days each year of working, he was not absorbed into 
the department of establishment for which he is legally 
entitled to. 

Moreover, he was being denied his rightful claim, he 
was not being given the facilities, which is being given to 
the other employee on regular basis. The constitutional 
rights of above said workman is being seriously infringed. 

That the Management has not followed the law of 
last come first go. That the workman has sent a notice/ 
demand notice to the Management but the Management 
least bothered to reply the said notice. The copy of the 
notice is attached herewith for kind persual of this Hon'ble 
Authority. 

In the premises, above said, it is most humbly prayed 
that this Hon’ble Tribunal Labour Court would be pleased 
to pass an award directing the Principal Employer to re¬ 
instate the workman either directly, or through the present 
contractor, who so ever and to grant all consequential 
benefits from the date of termination. 

Any other order/orders, direction/directions as 
deemed fit and proper in the facts and circumstances of the 
case, may also be awarded in favour of workman and against 
the Management. 

The Management has filed written statement in the 
written statement it has been stated that at the very outset, 
it is stated that the averments made in the paras in the 
statement of claim made on behalf of the Workman 
abovenamed, and which is under reply, are wrong, incorrect 
and misleading and are, therefore, wholly denied except to 
the extent that have been sepcifically admitted hereinafter. 

The Opposite Party, M/s. Consultancy Development 
Centre (CDC) is an autonomous body set up for 
development and promotion of consultancy capabilities in 
the country. Functions of the CDC are mainly promotional 
and is dependent on special engineering and management 
scheme and expertise of members of the CDC. Mopping of 
furniture and cupboards by the persons provided by the 
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contractor has nothing to do with the main activities at 
GDC. Thus, no reference could be made under Section 10 
(1) (d) of the ID Act, in the present case and the claimant's 
claim is liable to be rejected. 

At the inception, it is submitted that the Workman, 
Shri P. Dharma was an employee of M/s. T.S. Murali & 
Company, A contractor having its office at Pocket-A, 
Dilshad Garded, New Delhi -110095. (CDQ, Opposite Party 
herein, entered into an Agreement with TSM in the year 

19.for providing house-keeping services. Accordingly, 

two persons, viz., Mr. P. Dharma and Chinanan were deputed 
by the said TSM for house-keeping services. A true copy 

of the Agreement dated..entered into between CDC 

and TSM is marked and annexed hereto as Annexure-I. In 
fact, the relationship between the Workman, P .Dharma 
and M/s. TSM is governed by the Contract Labour 
(Regulation and Abolition) Act, 1970 and as such there 
was absoslutely no relationship of employer and employee 
between CDC and P. Dharma. 

Therefore, since the workman who has raised the 
present dispute was never employed by CDC, the reference 
sought to be made under Section 10 of the Industiral 
Dispute Act, is not tenable. 

It is further submitted that no demand whatsoever 
was made by the Claimant-Workman to the CDC in respect 
of the claim now being filed. Therefore, on this sole and 
short ground, the claim is liable to be rejected. 

The contents of para 1 are denied for want of 
knowledge. It is further stated that it is TSM who is aware 
of the entire facts of the case because the claimant herein 
is in fact the employee of TSM. It is admitted that the TSM 
pursuant to the Agreement had deputed the Claimant in 
the CDC but terms of his employment were entirely 
regulated by the TSM. It is further submitted that the 
contract of M/s. TSM with the CDC was for to be valid for 
a period of one year and was extended from time to time on 
yearly basis and ultimately on 31 st March 1998 the contract 
with the TSM was terminated. In view of this, the moment 
contract with TSM was terminated, the employment of 
claimant automatically came to be ceased. 

The contents of paras 2 to 5 are vehemently denied. 
In fact, the Claimant is not at all entitled to get any benefit 
from the CDC. It is submitted that under Section 10 of the 
Contract Labour (Regulation and Abolition) Act, there is 
no prohibition from employing any person through the 
contractor. The termination of the contract with TSM was 
in accordance with the Law and they had no grievances. It 
is further submitted that TSM had already submitted before 
the Conciliation Officer that the TSM is willing to absorb 
the Claimant. 

It is furthe submitted that the Claimant herein is 
illegally and solely with the mala fide intention raised this 


dispute to be absorbed in the CDC. In this regard, it is 
submitted that it is a settled law that if a person has been 
employed through a contractor, his employment get 
snapped off the moment the contract expires. 

It is submitted that even TSM is not interested to 
keep the workman-claimant unemployed. Rather it is the 
claimant who has abandoned their employment in order to 
raise an industrial dispute with ulterior and mala fide 
motive. TSM is still willing to absorb him as anemployee. 

In the foregoing averments and submissions made 
hereinabove, the claim of the Workman is liable to be 
rejected outrightly. 

Evidence of both the parties has been taken. 

Heard arguments from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. 

On perusal of the pleadings of the parties the 
following points for determination arise: 

1. Whether the respondent is not an Industry? 

2 Whether there was relation of master and 
servant between the respondent/management 
and the workman? 

3. Whether the workmen deserves reinstatement 
or regularization? 

Point No. 1: 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that CDC is an autonomous body set up for development 
and promotion of consultancy capabilities in the country. 
The function of CDC are mainly promotional and is 
dependent on special engineering and management 
scheme. It is not an Industry as per the Industrial Dispute 
Act, 1947. In a catena of judgments it has been repeatedly 
held that autonomous bodies are not Industries. Award of 
ID No. 112/95 old ID No. 827/83 has been annexed with the 
record. 

The respondents are doubtless an undertaking of 
the Government. They are not Research Institution or 
sovereign. They are carrying on systematic activities. It 
has been held in Bangalore Water Supply that mess workers 
or peons of universities are industrial workmen and the 
universities are Industries in respect of such workmen. 
The respondents are Industry in view of criteria laid down 
by the Hon'ble Apex Court in Bangalore Water Supply in 
1978. That decision has not been revised by any Larger 
Bench. So the respondents are very much an Industry. 
This point is decided accordingly. 

Point No. 2: 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
he worked from 04-06-1994 to 31-03-1998 continuously. 
He was denied duty on 31-03-1998. Termination of his 
services is illegal. It was further submitted that Shri Ram 
Snehy was junior by two years to the workman but he has 
been regularised. It was for the first time in the conciliation 
proceedings that the management took the plea that he 
was an employee of M/s. T.S. Murali and Co., tire contractor. 
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From his service record, bills and correspondence it is prima 
faciedly proved that the workman was working under the 
direct control and supervision of the management No.l. 
The termination of the services of the workman is absolutely 
illegal as no retrenchment is as compensation and pay in 
lieu of notice has been given to him. 

It was further submitted that the management witness 
has admitted that at present Shri Ram Snehy is the regular 
employee of his department and Shri Ram Snehy was 
regularised before his joining. The witness joined CDC in 
the year 1986 as Accounts Officer. The service of Shri Ram 
Snehy was regularised prior to joining of this witness. 

MW 1 has further admitted that initially Shri. Ram 
Snehy was taken on daily wages and after that he was 
regularised. MWI has also admitted the signature of 
Shri Gopi Nath on several documents filed in this case. 
Shri R. Gopi Nath was admittedly working in the department 
as has been admitted by MWI. He has put his signatures 
on certain documents. 

The workman applicant has filed documents relating 
to his employment. The workman applicant has filed 
photocopy of Identity Card B-41. He has filed photocopy 
of payments made to him on various dates in the year 1995. 
The management has denied these photocopies. Paper No. 
B-39 is on the pad of CDC. The workman has been made 
payment of over time. He has filed B-41, Idenity Card. It is 
the Identity Card of the CDC and issuing authority has 
signed it. Simply denial of every document is not sufficient. 
The photocopy of Identity Card is the Identity Card of 
CDC. No original has been produced and no other proforma 
of Identity Card has also been produced by the 
management. 

The workman has filed photocopies of attendance. 
These photocopies have been denied but the CDC has 
been written on this printed attendance sheet. This register 
mentions the name of Shri Ram Snehy also. The services of 
Shri Ram Snehy has been regularised by the management. 
The workman has filed several papers of conveyance claim 
form which is admittedly of CDC. These documents go a 
long way to prove that the workman has worked for more 
than 240 days in every year during his employment. He 
was engaged on 04-06-1994 and he worked up to 
31 -03-1998. So he has worked for 240 days at least in 1995, 

1996 and 1997. He has proved it by cogent documents. He 
can file only photocopies. The originals are in the 
possession of the management/respondent. 

The documents filed by the workman establishes 
the fact that the workman worked under the control and 
supervision of the respondent/management. The 
respondent/management has not filed even a single scrap 
of paper to show that the payment was made through the 
contractor. In case of contract the entire wages are paid to 


the contractor and the contractor in terms makes payments 
to the workmen. If M/s. T.S. Murali and Co. was engaged 
as contractor then the management should have made 
payment of the entire wages to the contractor. But no such 
documents have been filed that any amount as wages was 
paid to the contractor. No document has been filed that the 
contractor has made payment of wages to the workman. 

It is admitted that the workman worked in the 
premises of CDC. He has put attendance on the attendance 
register and he has been made several payments. He has 
been issued Identity Card on the Identity Card proforma of 
the management. He has been given gift of Diwali Rs. 500. 
In the circumstances the contractor is only a name lender. 

The respondent got the contract signed to 
camouflage the status of the workman. The workman 
consistently worked with the CDC and he has been made 
several payments by the CDC. As such there is relation of 
master and servant between the management and the 
workman. 

All payments have been made on the letter heads of 
the management. Identity Cards have been issued to this 
workman directly by the management. There is no 
endorsement of any contract. In the circumstances contract 
has been introduced to camouflage the status of this 
workman. House Keeping job is a work of continous and 
regular nature. One of such employee has been regularized. 
The respondents did not keep Muster Roll and maintain 
seniority list. It is at the or discretion to regularize a workman 
and to remove the other. Such executive discretion amounts 
to viciousdiscrimination. In case contractor is a name lender 
the workman is not attached with that contracting company 
but the workman is attached all along with the respondents, 
the intermediary, the contract stands nowhere. 

The workman has been working as House Keeping 
Boy and no payment to this workman has been made by 
the contractor. He has signed attendance register of the 
respondents. He worked under the direct control and 
supervision of the respondents. The respondents decide 
what is to be done and how it is to be done so there is 
contract of service/employment. The Hon'ble Apex Court 
has mentioned in a catena of cases the control test. There 
should be direct supervision and control over the workman; 
they should be working under the premises of the 
management. They should be integrated to the 
establishment and the job should be of regular and 
continuous nature. The respondents cannot function in 
the absence of House Keeping Boys. So the day to day 
duty of the House Keeping Boys is a perennial nature of 
work. It is not the case of the respondents that this workman 
has been engaged as an additional hand in view of fresh 
increase of work. The respondents cannot function 
smoothly without House Keeping Boys. Such necessity is 
from the inception of the creation of the respondents. So 
they should not be dependent on supply of manual labour 
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by a contract agency. Manual Labour is not a merchandise 
or an article to be supplied by a contractor to the 
Government. Contract is simply an agreement for giving 
certain results. Day to day duties of manual labour 
consistently and for a long period cannot be a subject to 
be supplied by a contractor. It is subversion of Constitution 
and stifling the Directive Principles of State Policy. 

The Directive Principles are not fundamental rights 
but they are very much fundamental in the governance of 
the country. It has been enshrined in the Constitution that 
state will provide employment to maximum of its citizens 
subject to economic conditions or availability of work. It is 
nowhere provided in the Constitution that a contract 
agency will supply human Labours to a Government 
Department. Human Labour is not an article to be purchased 
by a contractor and subsequently supplied to a Government 
Department for service charges. There should not be any 
service charge for supply of human Labour as it is against 
human dignity. So the respondents have engaged the 
workman directly and in order to camouflage and conceal 
his status they have named an intermediary. 

In case a contract is absolutely sham and it has been 
resorted to for concealing the real status of master and 
servant relationship, the master and servant relationship is 
created by the breach committed by the respondents. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
the management agreed to absorb the workman in the 
conciliation proceedings and he has agreed in the written 
statement to absorb the workman. So in view of the reply 
of the management, the management is willing to absorb 
the workman applicant. This indicates the fact that he 
performed the duties with the respondent to their full 
satisfaction. Contract is ruse and camouflage. The 
contractor is mere a name lender. In Steel Authority of 
India the Constitution Bench of the Hon’ble Apex Court 
has held that if a workman works for the respondent he 
shall be deemed to be the employee of the respondent. The 
workman has not been engaged by the contractor for his 
own work. The workman has been engaged for the work of 
respondent/management. So he naturally becomes an 
employee of the respondent/management. There is master 
and servant relationship between the management and the 
workman. This issue is decided accordingly. 

Point No. 3. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that in view of 2006(4) Scale that merely because a 
temporary employee or a casual wage worker is continued 
for time beyond the terms of his appointment. He would 
not be entitled to be absorbed in regular service or made 
permanent merely on strength of such continuance, if 
original appointment was not made by following the due 
process of selection. 

It was further observed in this case that the 
constitutional scheme envisages employment by the 


Government and its instrumentality on the basis of the 
procedure established in that behalf, equality of 
opportunity is the hall mark. The Constitution has provided 
also for affirmative action to ensure that inequals are not 
treated equals. Any public employment is to be made in 
terms of constitutional scheme. 

In Constitution Bench Judgment in ADR 2001 SC 3527 
it has been held that the industrial adjudicator will have to 
consider the question whether the contract has been 
interposed either on the ground of having undertaken to 
produce any given result for the establishment or supply 
of contract labour for work of the establishment under the 
genuine contract or whether it is a mere ruse/camouflage 
to evade compliance of various beneficial legislations so 
as to deprive the workers of the benefits thereunder. If the 
contract is not genuine the alleged contract labour should 
be treated as the employees of the principal employer who 
shall be directed to regularise the services of the contract 
labour in the concerned establishment. In the instant case 
it is proved fact that the contractors are mere name givers 
and job lenders. The workman work under the control and 
supervision of the management. In the present case the 
contractor has engaged the workman for the services to be 
rendered to the management. The contractor has not 
engaged the workman for his own services. In view of the 
Constitution Bench judgment AIR 2001 SC 3527 the 
workman is to be reinstated or regularised. 

The Constitution Bench Judgment of 2006 (4) Scale 
is not applicable in the present facts and circumstances of 
the case and in view of the Constitution Bench Judgment 
2001 SC 3527. 

It has been held in AIR 1953 SC 404 that if a master 
employs a servant and authorises him to employ a number 
of persons to do a particular job and to guarantee their 
fidelity and efficiency for cash consideration, the 
employees thus appointed by the servant will be equally 
with the employer servant of the masters. 

The nature of work can be ascertained from the 
guidelines laid down in the Hon’ble Apex Court judgment 
1953 SC 404. The work is of perennial and continuous nature. 
The workman has been taken in breach of Section 10 of 
Contract Labour (Regularisation & Abolition) Act, 1970. 

It has been provided in Section 25F of the ID Act 
that if the work is of continuous and perennial nature and 
the work is still existing a workman cannot be retrenched 
without payment of retrenchment compensation and pay 
in lieu of one month's notice. In the instant case no 
retrenchment compensation has been paid and it has been 
established that the workman has worked for 240 days at 
least in two years preceding the year of his termination. In 
case provision of section 25 are not complied with, the 
retrenchment becomes illegal, inoperative and ineffective 
and there is no cessation of service of the workman. In 

• k 

such cases it has been provided that the workman should 
be reinstated with back wages. 



8314 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 23,2006/AS VINA 1, 1928 


[Part n—§£C. 3(ii)] 


The judgment of the Hon’ble Apex Court in 2006 (4) 
Scale is not applicable in the facts and circumstances of 
the present case and in view of section 25F of the ID Act, 
1947. 

Reinstatement and regularisation are to different 
spices of relief. Regularisation involves the element of being 
permanent employee whereas reinstatement implies 
restoring a workman to his ante status quo. By 
reinstatement a workman is not regularised or made 
permanent. The management is simply directed to restore 
the previous status of the workman and pay him 
compensation. The provision of ID Act, 1947 are beneficial 
piece of legislations. The workman deserves reinstatement. 

The workman was engaged as Peon/helper. He is a 
manual worker and he has not disclosed as to what was the 
source of his subsistence during his period of non¬ 
employment. A manual workman is expected of performing 
some duty off and on for his subsistence. So 25% back 
wages are adequate for the ends of justice. The workman 
deserves reinstatement with 25% back wages. The law cited 
by the managements are not applicable in the facts and 
circumstances of the present case. 

The reference is replied thus: 

The demand of Shri P. Dharma workman engaged 
through M/s. T.S. Murali, Contractor in the establishment 
of Consultancy Development Centre on the contract work 
of House Keeping Job for the period from 04-06-1994 to 
31 -03-1998 for his employment and regularisation in service 
with Consultancy Development Centre being principal 
employer is valid, legal and justified. The management is 
directed to reinstate the workman w.e.f. 31-03-1998 with 
25% back wages within one month-from the publication of 
the award. 

Award is given accordingly. 

Date: 25-08-2006. R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 

Pa ml, 1 2006 

^T.3IT. 3840.—applet, fcjoiK 1947 (1947 
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65/2005) TMilftw RRRl t, Rft WTR 24-8-2006 

TO fan m 

[R. T^I-3001 l/l4/2005—3TT^ 3TR(fafe)] 
Tpj. tfe 3T3R 

New Delhi, the 1 st September, 2006 

S.O. 3840.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 


Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 65/2005) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the the 
management of Baimer Lawrie & Co. Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
24-8-2006. 

[No. L-30011/14/2005-IR (M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM -LABOUR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Thursday, the 25th May, 2006 

PRESENT: K. J ayraman, Presid ing Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 65/2005 

[In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947( 14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Balmer Lawrie & Co. Ltd. and their 
workmen] 

BETWEEN 

The General Secretary, I Party/Claimant 

Balmer Lawrie Employees 
Union, Chennai. 

AND 

The General Manager, : II Party/Management 
Balmer Lawrie & Co. Ltd., 

Chennai. 

APPEARANCE: 

For the Claimant : M/s, K.EIango, Advocates. 

For the Management : M/s. V.S.Rajan Associates, 

Advocates 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Order No. L-3001 l/14/2005-IR(M), dated 08-08-2005 has 
referred the dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication. The 
Schedule mentioned dispute is as follows :— 

“Whether the action of the management of Balmer 
Lawrie Co. Ltd. in not paying HRA @ 30% to the 
employees employed in Bangalore Region is legal 
and justified? If not, to what relief the workmen are 
entitled to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I.D.No.65/2005 and notices were issued to both the 
parties and both the parties entered appearance through 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement respectively. 
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3. The allegations of the Petitioner Union in the Claim 
Statement are briefly as follows:— 

The Petitioner union espouses the cause of three 
workmen employed by the II Party /Management. The 
conditions of service of employees are determined based 
on amicable long term settlements signed between the 
parties. Memorandum of Settlement dated 21-7-95 was in 
force till 31-12-97. On the expiry of the above said 
settlement, they have entered into another settlement under 
Section 12(3) of I.D. Act dated 5-2-2002 and this settlement 
was in force till 31-12-2003. With regard to House Rent 
Allowance terms agreed upon between the union and 
Respondent/Management under clause 10 of the 
settlement dated 21-7-95 are as under 10.1 All. permanent 
employees including probationers will be entitled to HRA 
@ 25% of basic pay subject to amaximum of Rs. 1000/per 
month. However, the same shall get enhanced to 30% of 
basic pay subject to a maximum of Rs. 1000 per month with 
effect from 1-4-1994. In the next settlement dated 
5-2-2002 the agreed terms with regard to HRA is mentioned 
in Clause 4, wherein 4.1. says ‘all permanent employees 
(including probationers) covered by settlement will be 
entitled to HRA at following rates. 


Class of city Metro A B1 B2 C Unclassified 

HRA 

Percentage 30%, 15%, 7.5% 5%, 

of Basic Pay 


Clause 4.2. says “at locations where the existing rates 
of HRA is higher than the above rates such higher rates of 
HRA shall stand protected.” The three members of the 
I Party Union who are in Bangalore have notbeen provided 
with HRA as per the terms of the above said settlement 
dated 5-2-2002. In the settlement dated 21-7-95 it was agreed 
that all the employees shall be paid HRA @ 30% of their 
basic pay subject to a maximum of Rs. 1000 per month with 
effect from 1-4-94. But in the settlement dated 
5-2-2002 the earlier ceiling of Rs. 1000 was removed and it 
was agreed as per clause 4(2) that at locations where the 
existing rates of HRA was higher than the rates mentioned 
in this settlement, such higher rates of HRA shall stand 
protected. As per understanding between the parties, the 
employees at Bangalore would continue to get 30% of their 
basic pay as HRA without any ceiling. Hence, the demand 
of 30% of their basic pay as HRA for the employees in 
Bangalore is justified. The employees in Chennai who were 
getting HRA @ 30% of their basic pay subject to a maximum 
of. Rs. 1000/- w.e.f. 1-4-94 as per earlier settlement dated 
21-7-95 continued to get HRA at the same rate of 30% 
without ceiling after the settlement dated 5-2-2002. 
Therefore, the employees in Bangalore who are paid HRA 
@ 30% of their basic pay limited to a maximum of Rs. 1000 per 
month is contrary to clause 4.2 dated 5-2-2002. Even though 


the anomaly was brought to the notice of the Respondent/ 
Management by the Petitioner union, the management failed 
to understand that it was agreed during the finalisation of 
the settlement that the percentage of basic pay to be paid 
as HRA has been protected in respect of employees in 
Bangalore. Therefore, they have raised dispute before 
Assistant Labour Commissioned Central) and since the 
conciliation ended in failure, the matter'was referred to this 
Tribunal for adjudication. Therefore, the action of the 
Respondent/Management is highly unjustified and illegal. 
Clause 4.2 of the settlement dated 5-2-2002 was\ introduced 
only to remove ceiling on the amount payable as HRA and 
it was added to protect the existing percentage of basic 
pay to be paid as HRA. The contention of the Respondent 
that employees were given option to draw HRA based 
either on the pre-existing settlement or the present 
settlement whichever is higher is false. Knowing fully well 
that the settlement dated 5-2-2002 is.more beneficial to the 
workman in general and those in Bangalore in particular 
has come out with such an innovative plea. Hence, the 
Petitioner union prays that an award may be passed 
holding that the action of the Respondent/Management in 
not paying HRA @ 30% to employees employed in 
Bangalore is illegal and also for a direction to pay the same 
from 1-1-98. 

4. As against this, the Respondent in its Counter 
Statement contended that no doubt clause 4.2 was 
introduced in settlement dated 5-2-2002, but the spirit of 
provision cannot be read contrary to the intent and the 
instructions of Government of India. The proviso cannot 
be read and interpreted contrary to the intent and the terms 
of settlement as also the instructions issued by Department 
of Public Enterprises, Government of India relating to wage 
negotiation in Central Public Sector Enterprises as well as 
guidelines enumerating the method of computation and 
percentage applicable in the case of benefits like D. A. HRA, 
City Compensatory Allowance etc. The Government of India 
have classified cities and towns under various categories 
for the purpose of payment of HRA and CCA. Percentage 
varies depending on the category of city/town and the 
Central Public Sectors are mandated to follow the 
instructions issued by Department of Public Enterprises of 
Government of India. No doubt, it was agreed that all the 
employees shall be paid HRA @ 30% of their basic pay 
subject to maximum of Rs. 1000 per month w.e.f. 1-4-94. 
But, the allegation that settlement dated 5-2-2002 earlier 
ceiling of Rs. 1000 / - was removed and it was agreed that as 
per the clause 4.2 that it locations where the existing rates 
of HRA was higher than the rates mentioned in this 
settlement such higher rates of HRA shall stand protected 
is not admitted and a manner of interpretation by the I 
Party union which cannot be countenanced. Mere 
classification of cities in Clause 4 as Metro A, B 1, B2 and 
C and unclassified in itself would negate the self-made 
interpretation of the Petitioner union. The settlement dated 
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21-7-95 did not originally cover the workmen in Bangalore. 
In the Respondent establishment at Bangalore only three 
members belonging to workmen category, the conditions 
of service applicable at Chennai were extended to workmen 
in Bangalore. However, due to misinterpretation these 
workmen were given house rent allowance at the same rate 
as was applicable to Chennai namely 30% limited to Rs, 1000 
per month and this anomaly was corrected by clause 4.1 of 
settlement dated 5-2-2002 . The notification issued by 
Government of India, Bangalore fall under A class city for 
the purpose of HRA and therefore, the employees covered 
by the long term settlement w ould have become eligible for 
HRA of 15% of basic pay. This would have had the effect 
of reducing the existing quantum of HRA drawn by the 
workmen covered by settlement at Bangalore, a proviso • 
was incorporated vide clause 4.2 of the settlement to the 
effect that ‘at locations where the existing rates of HRA is 
higher than the above rate, such higher rates of HRA shall 
stand protected.’ Accordingly, employees in Bangalore 
are given the option to draw HRA at 15% of basic pay 
without any upper ceiling (as per subsisting LTS) or at 
30% with ceiling of Rs. 1000 per month, whichever is 
beneficial to them. This classification of cities is done by 
Govt, on scientific basis and the percentage of HRA is 
determined for each category of city on the basis of cost of 
living and other parameters and hence, the averments made 
by the Petitioner union are based on misconception. 
Therefore, employees in Bangalore who are being paid HRA 
of 30% of their basic pay limited to maximum of Rs. 1000per 
month is perfectly in fine with the settlement dated 
5-2-2002 and is not at all contrary to clause 4(2) of the 
agreement dated 5-2-2002 and it is clearly stated in reply to 
the Petitioner union’s representation. Further, the 
provisions contained in a clause of the settlement has to 
be read in full and not in bits and pieces. The Respondent/ 
Management is a Government of India enterprises and 
functionally under the control of Government of India, 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, Department of 
Public Enterprises. According to Government of India 
guidelines HRA have been specified under clause 11 of 
Office Memorandum at various categories of cities. Only 
inconformity with the above circular, the HRAat 30% should 
not have been paid at Bangalore based employees and for 
that reason in order to obviate this anomaly of paying 
higher rate of HRA at 30% instead of 15% long term 
settlement stipulated the HRA under clause 4.2. Further, 
any interpretation cannot go beyond the scope of 
instructions contained in O.M. dated 25-6-99 of Department 
of Public Enterprises, Government of India, Ministry of 
Industry and it has to be read in tandem with clause 11 of 
said guidelines and these are statutory in nature and there 
can be no estoppel on this account. Therefore, the entire 
provisions w ith regard to HRA as mentioned in settlement 
dated 21-7-95 together w ith other stipulations forming part 
of relevant clause namely limiting the sum of Rs. 1000 per 
month would also clearly applicable to the members of the 


Petitioner union at Bangalore, hence the Respondent prays 
that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

5. In these circumstances, the points for my 
determination are — 

(i) “Whether the action of the Respondent/ 
Management in not providing HRA at 30% to 
employees employed in Bangalore Region is 
legal and justified? 

(ii) “To what relief the concerned workmen are 
entitled?” 

Point No. 1: 

6. The short point to be decided in this case is 
whether the employees of the Respondent employed in 
Bangalore region is entitled to get 30% of HRA as alleged 
by them. The General Secretary of the Petitioner union was 
examined as WW 1 and on their side, Ex.Wl to W13 were 
marked. On the side of the Respondent/ Management one 
Mrs. Shyama Gopakumar, Deputy Manager (P & A) was 
examined as MW I and Ex.Ml to M 11 were marked. 

7. Learned counsel for the Petitioner contended that 
the condition of service of the Respondent/ Management 
are determined based on amicable long term settlements 
signed between the management and the union. Similarly, 
Ex.Wl and W2 settlements were executed and the 
1st settlement under Ex.Wl dated 21 -7-95 was in force from 
1-1-93 to 31-12-97 and the next settlement dated 
5-2-2002 Ex.W2 which was for the period from 1-1-98 to 
31-12-03. Clause 4 of Ex.W2 settlement deals with HRA 
which says “all permanent employees (including 
probationers) covered by the settlement w ill be entitled to 
HRA at the follow ing rates — 

Class of city Metro A B1 B2 C Unclassified 

HRA 

Percentage 30%, 15%, 15% 5%, 

of Basic Pay 

Clause 4.2 says that “At locations where the existing 
rates of HRA is higher than the above rates, such higher 
rates of HRA shall stand protected.” Even in that 
settlement, it is stated that the said settlement will cover 
permanent workmen who are employed in travel division 
and cargo division in Bangalore. The three workers whose 
cause in this dispute is raised are employed under travel or 
cargo division of the Respondent/Management in 
Bangalore. But the said employees have not provided w'ith 
house rent allowance as per terms of Ex.W2. Even after 
several representations, the Respondent/Management has 
not paid the employees in Bangalore @ 30% of their basic 
pay without any ceiling on the amount. It is the further 
contention of the learned counsel for the Petitioner that 
under the provisions of settlement Ex.Wl clause, 10 deals 
with HRA w hich says “All permanent employees (including 
probationers) will be entitled to HRA @ 25% of basic pay 
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subject to a maximum of Rs. 1000 per month. However, the 
same shall get enhanced to 30% of basic pay subject to a 
maximum of Rs. 1000 per month with effect from 1-4-1994.” 
Learned counsel for the Petitioner further contended that 
understanding between the Respondent and the Petitioner 
union is that the employees in Bangalore would continue 
to get 30% of basic pay as HRA without any ceiling and 
only in order to clarify this, under clause 4.2 v of Ex .W2 it is 
mentioned that existing rate of HRA shall be protected. 
After Ex. W2 the employees of the Respondent in Chennai 
who are getting their HRA @ 30% of their basic pay 
continued to get HRA at the rate of 30% without any ceiling 
from 1-1-98. But on the other hand, the employees in 
Bangalore who have received HRA at 30% of their basic 
pay limited to a maximum of Rs. 1000 per month under 
Ex.Wl settlement, now they are getting not 30% of basic 
pay but only maximum of Rs. 1000alone. Thus, it is clear that 
Respondent/Management has violated clause 4 of Ex.W2 
settlement with regard to employees in Bangalore. The 
Petitioner union has represented the same to the Respondent/ 
Management under original of Ex.W6, W7 and W8. But the 
contention of the Respondent/Management is that the 
employees of Respondent office at Bangalore were given 
option to draw HRA based either on the pre-existing settlement 
or the present settlement whichever is higher. But there is no 
documentary proof to substantiate this contention of the 
Respondent/Management. The next contention of the 
Respondent/Management is that guidelines and instruction 
which are issued by Government of India under Ex.M9 and 
M10 would override the settlements and therefore, the 
Petitioner union cannot claim 30% of HRA for the employees 
of Respondent in Bangalore. The learned counsel for the 
Petitioner contend that this contention of Respondent/ 
Management is not legally sustainable because, no office 
memorandum or guidelines or administrative orders can 
override any statutory provisions. Ex.W2 settlement is put 
in par with an award made by the adjudicatory authority. It is 
also held in thecase of BARAUNI REFINERIES 
PRAGATISHEEL SHRAMIK PARIS HAD Vs. INDIAN OIL 
CORPORATION LTD. AND OTHERS reported in 19911LU 
46 and therefore, the contention of the Respondent is to be 
rejected by this Tribunal. 

8. But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that by the office memorandum 
No. 2(49)/98-DPE (WC) dated 25-6-1999, copy of which is 
marked as Ex.M9, the Central Govt, classified the cities and 
towns for which entitlement of HRA is mentioned, hence 
the settlement Ex. W2also contains the same classification 
of cities and towns. In such circumstances, the Petitioner 
union cannot ignore the office memorandum and question 
the same that it will not bind them. The said office 
memorandum was issued by Ministry of Heavy Industries 
& Public Enterprises. The concept of retaining the earlier 
HRA paid by Respondent/Management was mandated in 
the same Govt, memorandum and this mandate was found 
place in Ex.W2 settlement by incorporating under Clause 4 


which in other words to protect the earlieramount of HRA 
paid to the employees. Therefore, the effect of office 
memorandum cannot be ride over the terms of settlement. 
The Tribunal can take judicial notice of the fact that 
settlement with the Petitioner union in public sector 
undertaking for fixation of various benefits are in pursuance 
of instructions issued by Government of India from time to 
time and there cannot be a settlement which is in 
contravention of the office memorandum issued by the 
Ministry from time to time. Learned counsel for the 
Respondent further contended that the Petitioner Union’s 
contention that under clause 4.2 of settlement Ex.W2, 
employees at Bangalore are entitled to be paid HRA @ 
30% is running contrary to the very clause which clearly 
specifies that at locations where the existing rates of HRA 
is higher than the rates of such higher rates of HRA shall 
stand protected clearly means that ihe amount of HRA 
that has been paid earlier would stand protected and not 
the said percentage of HRA and if the interpretation of the 
Petitioner union is to be countenanced, then such 
interpretation would be running confary to the settlement 
under 10.1 of Ex.Wl settlement. The intention behind clause 
4.2 of Ex. W2 settlement is to harmonize its working with 
clause 10.1 of Ex. W1 settlement. This interpretation only 
would be very logical and giving proper effect to the 
meaning of both Ex.W 1 and W2 settlements. The essence 
of clause 4.2 of Ex.W2 settlement is to synchronize and 
maintain the status quo as of Ex.wl settlement without 
upsetting the entitlement of concerned workers who are 
already paid under Ex.W 1 settlement availing the maximum 
ofRs.1000 of HRApaideverymonrh and there can be no 
other contrary interpretation. In Ex. W9 memorandum it is 
clearly stated that the public sector undertaking employees 
would be allowed to draw earlier rates of HRA on the revised 
basic pay wherever HRA rates are ower than the earlier 
rates as per new classification of cities, till further orders 
from the Govt. By the above clarification, the employees of 
I party at Bangalore have been allowed to draw earlier rates 
of HRA on the revised basic pay, wherever HRA rates are 
lower than the earlier rates as per new classification of 
cities and after that the Central Govt, classified the cities 
and towns in which Bangalore comes under A, B1 and B2 
category by which 15% of the basic pay is to be granted as 
HRA, the earlier drawal of HRA as per earlier rates of 30% 
subject to the ceiling of Rs. 1000 has been maintained in 
consonance with the Office Memorandum. Therefore, the 
essence of this memorandum is incorporated as saving 
clause in 4.2. ofEx.W2 settlement and the earlier payments 
have been protected by the said settlement. If the 
contention of the Petitioner union is accepted, then it will 
dilute the binding nature and therefore, the same cannot 
be over ride the settlement under Ex.W2. 

9. Even though the learned counsel for the 
Respondent vehemently contended that the employees in 
Bangalore are entitled to HRA with a ceiling of Rs. 1000 
per month, I find there is no substance in his contention. 
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Because, the ceiling of Rs.1000/- in HRA even though 
mentioned in Ex.Wl it has not been incorporated in Ex.W2 
settlement. InEx.W 1 settlement under clause 7.1 it is clearly 
stated that this settlement, other than clause 27, shall be 
effective for a period of five years from 1-1-1993 till 
31-12-1997 and thereafter also continue to remain binding 
on the parties, till afresh settlement is reached. Therefore, 
the clause mentioned in Ex.Wl will be binding on the parties 
only till a fresh settlement is reached. The Respondent's 
contention can be accepted only if that clause mentioned 
in Ex.W 1 settlement is incorporated in Ex.W2 settlement. 
But, in this case, under Ex.W2 settlement clause 4 that 
deals with HRA has not specifically stated as mentioned 
under clause lOofEx.Wl settlement. In Ex.Wl clause 10(1) 
says that all permanent employees (including probationers) 
will be entitled to HRA @ 25% of basic pay, which 
subsequently raised to 30%, however, they are subject to 
maximum of Rs. 1000 per month, which clause has not 
been incorporated in Ex.W2 settlement under clause 4. 
Therefore, the contention of the Respondent that at the 
time of settlement, the parties agreed to and the employees 
were given option to draw HRA based either on the pre¬ 
existing settlement or the present settlement which ever is 
beneficial to them for which there is no proof to show in 
the settlement. If really, the contention of the Respondent/ 
Management is to be accepted, it should be incorporated 
in the settlement itself, on the other hand, the settlement is 
silent about that. On the other hand, it clearly says that all 
the permanent employees covered by the settlement will 
be entitled to HRA on the following rates and clause 4.2 
says that at locations where the existing rates of HRA is 
higher than the above rates, such higher rates of HRA 
shall stand protected. Therefore, I am of the opinion that if 
really the contention of the Respondent is to be accepted 
clause 4.2 should be that “all locations where existing 
amount of HRA is higher than the above rates, such higher 
amount of HRA shall stand protected." But instead of 
amount, it is only mentioned as rates i.e. percentage of 
HRA and therefore, I am not inclined to accept the 
contention of the learned counsel for the Respondent. 

10. The next contention of the learned counsel for 
the Respondent is that the office memorandum are binding 
on all the parties and this terms of settlement cannot over 
ride the clause mentioned in office memorandum and 
therefore, the Petitioner union cannot contend contrary, to 
office memorandum under EX.M9 and M10. Further, learned 
counsel for the Respondent contended that grammatical 
and ordinary sense of words is to be adhered to unless 
that would lead to some absurdity or some repugnance or 
inconsistency with the rest of instrument. In this case, 
rates of HRA has been fixed by Central Govt, classifying 
cities and towns and it is an admitted fact that Bangalore is 
coming under A, B1 and B2 category and for this category, 
the Govt, has fixed HRA @ 15% . Under such 
circumstances, it cannot be contended that settlements 


entered into between union and the management has gone 
contrary to the said classification mentioned by the Govt. 
Therefore, clause 4.2. was incorporated only with an idea 
to protect the earlier settlement under Ex. W1. Since as per 
the memorandum of Govt, it would bring out the employees' 
entitlement for HRA, the said clause was incorporated and 
therefore, it cannot be contended that the said proviso has 
been incorporated under Ex.W2 settlement in derogation 
of rates mentioned by the Govt, memorandum: 

11. On the other hand, learned counsel for the 
Petitioner contended that in 1991 I LLJ 46 BARAUNI 
REFINERIES PRAGAUSHEELSHRAMIKPARIS HAD Vs. 
INDIAN OIL CORPORATION LTD. AND OTHERS, the 
Supreme Court has clearly stated that “a settlement arrived 
at in the course of conciliation proceedings with a 
recognised majority union will be binding on all workmen 

of the establishment.There is an underlying assumption 

that a settlement reached with the help of conciliation officer 
must be fair and reasonable and can, therefore, safely be 
made binding not only on the workmen belonging to union 
signing the settlement but also on others. That is why a 
settlement arrived at in the course of conciliation 
proceedings is put on par with an award made by an 
adjudicatory authority.” In this case, settlement under 
Ex.W2 was entered into between the union and the 
management under Section 12(3) of the I.D. Act and it is 
put on par with an Award made by an Adjudicating 
Authority and it cannot be said that clauses in the 
settlement cannot over ride the provisions of Govt, 
memorandum or guidelines or administrative orders. In this 
case, clause 4.2 in Ex.W2 clearly states that at locations, 
where the existing rates of HRA is higher than the above 
rates such higher rates of HRA shall stand protected and 
therefore, the contention of the Respondent/Management 
cannot be accepted in these circumstances. 

12.1 find much force in the contention of the learned 
counsel for the Petitioner. As I have already pointed out if 
really the amount paid to the employees of the Respondent/ 
Management in Bangalore is to be protected, it should be 
mentioned in clause 4.2, if the existing amount of HRA is 
higher than the above rates such higher amount of HRA 
shall stand protected, But clause 4.2. mentions only rates 
which means, percentage of HRA and not the amount. 
Under such circumstances, I am not inclined to accept the 
contention of the Respondent and therefore, I find this 
point in favour of the Petitioner, 

Point No. 2: 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the concerned employees are entitled? 

13. In view of my foregoing findings that the action 
of the Respondent/ Management in not paying at the rate 
of 30% HRA to employees employed in Bangalore Region 
is not legal and justified, I find the Petitioner is entitled to 
the relief as prayed for. 




[HFTH—'3(ii)] 


^TRtT 23, 2006/3flftcR 1, 1928 


8319 


14. Thus, the reference is answered accordingly. 
(Dictated to the P. A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 25th May, 2006.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
Witnesses Examined:— 

For the I Party/Claimant : WW l Sri V. Deenadayalan 
For then Party/Management : MWI Smt. Shyama 

Gopakumar 


Documents Marked:— 
For the I Party /Petitioner : 

:— 

ExNa, 

Date 

Description 

W1 

21-07-95 

Xerox copy of the settlement 
u/s. 12(3)ofLD.Act. 

W2 

05-02-02 

Xerox copy of the settlement 
u/s. 12(3) ofLD. Act 

W3 

Feb. 02 

Xerox copy of the pay roll of 
K. Shankara 

W4 

May, 2002 

Xerox copy of the pay roll of 
K. Shankara 

W5 

Nov. 2003 

Xerox copy of the pay roll of 
Nirmal chander 

W6 

07-05-02 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
I party to II Party /Management 

W7 

11-07-02 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Petitioner union to 

Respondent/ Management 

W8 

12-05-03 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Petitioner Union to 

Respondent/ Management 

W9 

02-06-03 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Respondent/ Management to 
Petitioner Union 

W10 

25-07-03 

Xerox copy of the 2K petition 

Wll 

25-11-03 

Xerox copy of the reply 
submitted by Respondent 

WI2 

27-11-03 

Xerox copy of the minutes of 
conciliation proceedings 

W13 

23-01-04 

Xerox copy of the rejoinder filed 
by I Party. 

For the IT Party/Management: 

M 1 

21-07-95 

Xerox copy of the memorandum 
of settlement u/s. 12(3) 

M2 

05-02-02 

Xerox copy of the memorandum 
of settlement u/s. 12(3) 

M3 

07-05-02 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Petitioner union to 

Respondent/ Management 

M4 

11-07-02 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Petitioner to Respondent 

M5 

12-05-03 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Petitioner to Respondent/ 
Management 

M6 

02-06-03 

Xerox copy of the letter from 


II Party/Management to 
Petitioner union 


ExJSa 

Date 

Description 

M7 

25-11-03 

Xerox copy of the 
representation of Respondent 
to Assistant Commissioner of 
Labour(Central) 

M8 

31-03-05 

Xerox copy of the failure of 
conciliation report 

M9 

25-06-09 

Xerox copy of the office memo 
issued by Ministry of Industry, 
New Delhi. 

M10 

22-01-01 

Xerox copy of the office memo 
issued by Ministry of Industry, 
New Delhi. 

MU 

03-074)4 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Respondent/Management to 
Assistant Commissioner of 
Labour (Central), Chennai. 


M 1 fatfRK, 2006 

cFT.3TT. 3841 —SlfaPm, 1947 (1947 
14) ^ «IKT 17 ^ ^ 

TORTS eMfcbkY ^ #3, 3Fpi*I 

17 41-414 3 i 1 «rrfi 4 >' sitem 

^ -q^R (tM MI 428/2001) 

^l y^rf?id i, ^ ^ 29-8-2006 ^ uri 

sni 

[U T^l-11012/22/2001 -3^ 31R(f¥^? ) ] 
TF. 3TOI ufcfcj 

New Delhi, the 1 st September, 2006 
S.O. 3841. —In Pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 428/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Bhubaneswar-2 as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Airport Authority of India and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 29-8-2006. 

[No. L-11012/22/2001 -IR (M)] 
B. M DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT BHUBANESWAR 
PRESENT: 

Shri N.K.R. MOHAPATRA, 

Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.-cum-Labour Court, 
Bhubaneswar. 

Industrial Dispute Case No. 428/2001 

Date of Passing Award —14th August, 2006 

Between: 

1. The Management of the Director, 

Airport Authority of India, Biju Pattnaik Airport, 
Bhubaneswar, Orissa. 

2 M/s. Nivedita Electricals, 6/83, Bijay garh, 

Jadavpur, Kolkata, West Bengal - 700032 

—1st Party-Managements 
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AND 

Their Workmen, represented through the 
General Secretary, Bhubaneswar Airport 
Workers Union (CITU), Plot No. 251, 

Kharvela Nagar, Unit-II, Bhubaneswar 
Orissa, Pin - 751 009. 

—2nd Party-Union. 

APPEARANCES: 

ShriA.K.Sahu —For Management No. I 

None —For Management No. 2 

None —For 2nd PartyUnion. 

AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry or Labour, 
in exercise or powers conferred by Clause (d) of sub¬ 
section (I) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) have referred the 
following dispute for adjudication vide their Order No. 
L-11012/22/2001 IR(M), dated 3 L-10-2001 

“Whether the action of the Management of Airport 
Authority of India, Bhubaneswar in reducing the 
designation & wages of Shri Dayanidhi Sahu and 
five others is justified? If not, what relief the workmen 
are entitled to?” 

2. It is claimed by the Union that the disputant 
workmen being engaged by different contractors from time 
to time were working since 1996 as Pump Operators in the 
establishment of Management No. I, the Air port Authority 
of India at Bhubaneswar. In the month of Dec. 2000 they 
were paid @ Rs. 69.19 per day by the contractor Nivedita 
Electricals (Management No. 2) though they were getting 
earlier (@ Rs. 85-72. Therefore, the Union raised a dispute 
before the Asst. Labour Commissioner (Central) 
culminating the same in the present reference. It is alleged 
by the Union that the said Management No.2 has not only 
reduced their wages by paying less than what they were 
getting earlier but also has reduced their rank by re¬ 
designating them as unskilled workers for payment @ 
Rs.69.I9. 

3. On notices being sent separately from this end the 
Management No. 2 appeared and took steps to see that his 
name is deleted from the purview of the reference and after 
loosing the said battle he did not appear for which he was 
set exparte. He also'did not filed any written statement. 
However on his application he was simply allowed to 
participate in the proceeding. The Management No.I on 
the other hand appeared and filed his written statement 
stating in nutshell that the disputants being the employee 
of the Contractor (Management No. 2) he has nothing to 
say in the matter. By the by he also stated that the work 
performed by the disputant being of semi-skilled nature 
they were paid accordingly @ 69.19 by the contractor. 

4. During trial the Union remained absent and hence 
he was set exparte. As the Management No. 2 was equally 
set exparte by then, the Management No. I alone adduced 
his exparte evidence by examining one of his officer. He 
also produced one deed of agreements dated 11 -12-2000 
entered with Management No. 2 as also another letter 
dated 13-1 i-2000 of said Management No. 2. 


5. From the evidence of the Management witness 
and the aforesaid documents marked as Ext-A/1 and A/2 it 
is gathered that pursuant to a Tender Notification published 
by Management No. I several quotations were received 
and out of it the quotation given by the Management No. 
2 was accepted and he was given work order in Nov. 2000 
and an agreement to that effect was reduced in to writing 
on 11-12-2000 vide Ext. A/1 .The quotation so given by the 
Management No.2 seems to have had been prepared 
considering the minimum wage payable to a semi-skilled 
worker so as to make it more compatible with the Tender 
Notice. But after getting the contract on the basis of his 
above quotation when he wanted to pay the disputants at 
that rate which w'as less than what they w'ere getting from 
the previous Contractor, the present dispute was raised 
before the Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) 
culminating the same in the present reference. 

6. It be repeated here that when the Union has not 
come forward to present its case it is too difficult to 
appreciate the individual status of each disputant, with the 
limited information provided by Management No. 2. The 
claim statement of the Union simply shows that from time 
to time these disputants were engaged on self same job by 
different contractors and that after getting the contract for 
the year 2000 the Management No, 2 also engaged them in 
view of their past experience but paid them the w'ages of a 
semi-skilled worker. The letter marked as Ext.-A 2 indicates 
that when these workers demanded wages of a skilled 
w'orker which they were getting from the earlier contractor. 
The Management No. 2 by his above letter wanted to collect 
the differential w'ages from Management No. 1 by making 
necessary corrections in the quotation submitted at the 
time of tender and by making such a bid did not like to pay 
the disputant the wages of a skilled w'orker. It be pointed 
out here that a contractor is not bound to pay the w orkers 
at the rate at which they w'ere getting from a earlier 
contractor. At the time of taking the contract, it is for the 
contractor either to engage his owm workers or the workers 
of the earlier contractor on such terms and conditions as 
agreed by these workers. In the absence of any such terms/ 
conditions it is to be construed, in case of engagement of 
the workers of the previous contractor, that he had 
consented to engage them without altering their benefits 
that they were getting from the previous contractor. But in 
the present case when the said Management No. 2 has not 
come forward to say as to under which terms and conditions 
he had engaged these workers a forgone conclusion can 
be drawm that these workers were never consulted by 
Management No.2 before their engagement. Therefore, it 
is deemed that they were engaged w'ith the self same 
benefits and designation, which they were enjoying under 
the previous contractor. 

7. Accordingly it is held that the Management No.2 
is liable to pay the disputants Dayanidhi Sahu and five 
other un-named disputants at the same rate at w hich they 
were paid earlier without bringing any change in their 
designation, which they were enjoying under the previous 
contractor. 

8. The Reference is accordingly answered exparte 
against Management No.2 and in favour of the Union. 
Dictated & Corrected by me. 

N. K. R. MOHAPATRA, Presiding Officer 


Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by ihe Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 



